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VENTILATING THE SENATE. | with any foreign nation, simply because he thinks | erly fortified, the entrance through which New 
Mr. MANGUM submitted the following reso- || @ fortification is required in another place? If a || Orjeans, the great depot of the Mississippi valley, 
lution, and it was adopted : ‘ 1 harbor is required there, let there be one; ifa for- | was once attacked, and which, under like contin- 
Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the || tification is required there for protection, let there || gency, would probably again be the avenue of 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate is authorized to audit || be one; but I would ask, what is to be protected? | —- by an enemy. 
and eT Gdambes in cavtbonen tes @eneteCunben | Ht what purpose is this fortification required? || Mr, FOOTE. I move the amendment suggest- 
nvr ccceeding the pay of @ messenger. ' || Is it to secure pine timber? If so, we have pine | ed by my colleague, and for the reasons stated by 
” | forests only too extensive, I fear, in Alabama, cov- | him. The views announced by him have my 
SRS er DF DAUPHIN: CAND. || ering a great extent of country, valuable only for | heart bati Ih ik i 
Mr. KING. Task leave to submit the follow- || 905 er fi [ai wae ye + ti ber? it a y Spprovation. ee ee ee 
ing resolution: 1 rash houmeugs cmeiihe enpadet ones that ooh te ae Slam tee os patter be which itt 
« : se: : . } or : ; 
Fo ay hg penetra Camenegler dant | can be found along the banks of the Mississippi | framed by amending it with the conjunction * and,” 
priation foghe erection ofa fortification on Dauphin Island, || Fiver. But, in every see of view, I think the || so as to include Ship Island, and thus give the 
in the bay of Mobile. ‘ || Bay of Mobile is the best; and [ simply ask my || committee a fair opportunity of examining the 
| presume there will be no objection to the adop- || friend from Mississippi, if he thinks that Ship | whole matter. The States of Mississippi and 
tion of this resolution, for it is simply one of in- || [sland ought to be fortified, to bring forward a res- || Alabama were once united in a single territory; 
quiry. I _ my a = ar gohe by, that || olution on the subject, and to let it stand upon its || their interests are very much the same still, and I 
ite was selected by Gen. Bernard, who made an || own merits. || wish them to have an equal chance in this matter. 
cxamination in reference to the erection of a forti- || Mr. DAVIS. The Senator has quite misunder- | Mr. KING. Lam * a loss to understand the 
fication. It was considered as a proper one for || stood me, It is not opposition to the interests or || Senator from Mississippi. I have not the slightest 
the protection of the city of Mobile and its harbor. '| carelessness about the safety of Mobile; for all || objection to an inquiry into the propriety of erect- 
Objections have been made that there was not a || that concerns that city I have, though not an |! ing fortifications at Ship Island, or any other point. 
sufficient depth of water for the safe anchorage of || equal, yet a great solicitude. But I do not sup- || I propose to inquire into the propriety of erecting 
vessels of a large class in this bay; but since that || pose that fortifications looking to a navy-yard || fortifications at a particular point. I am willing te 
time it has been ascertained, with a degree of cer- || are necessary for the protection of Mobile har- | inquire into the propriety of erecting fortifications 
tainty, that the entrance to the bay of Mobile || bor. It will be recollected that a poor little sand || on Ship Island, but I protest against any action 
affords facilities to vessels of the largest class. || fort, thrown up there during the last war, made || excluding an examination of Dauphin Island. This 
Frigates can enter there when they cannotenterany || a defence against the British shipping, and that || is a question which my friend from South Caro- 
other port in the Gulf of Mexico, except in some |; Major Lawrence, with less than a major’s com- || ling { Mr. Ca.novun] understands better than any 
peculiar state of the tides. Vessels, when they |} mand, held that fort until he blew up a ship of the other Senator here. While he had charge of the 
cannot get into the bay of Pensacola, can get in |! line. I believe that my friend will find that sea-coast || War Department it was selected by, General Ber- 
here; and it is now well known that there is at all || batteries, and forts of such a character, built as near || nard, one of our best engineers, as a suitable point; 
times a sufficient depth of water, and that a naval || the edge of the water as they can be, are the proper | and the works were actually commenced, but, 
station can be had in the bay of Mobile more ac- || means to prevent ships from entering a harbor, and || owing to some difficulties about the title to the 
cessible to larger vessels, and better suited for the || not the massive fortifications of navy-yards. Navy- | land, they were discontinued, and have not been 
repairs and building of ships, than any upon that || yards are to relieve ships crippled at sea. I || resumed since. And the reason why they have 
coast. My object is to call the attention of the || do not believe that massive fortifications at Ship || not been resumed is, that it was supposed that the 
Military Committee and the Senate of the United || Island are more necessary as a means of protection || water was not sufficient to admit large ships of 
States to the necessity of making a proper means || than at Mobile, but that it is the best point for || war. It is now ascertained that a sufficient depth 
of defence in that harbor. Every Senator will || such constructions as are required for the relief and || does exist; and it is simply asked that the original 
see there is a necessity of having a safe harbor on | repair of the Gulfshipping. Ship Island stands out || design shall be carried out by an appropriation for 
this part of our coast, that vessels — not be || from the main shore; and never was the honorable || fortifications. They may be of any description— 
obliged to go all the way to Philadelphia, New || Senator more mistaken than when he supposed | it may bea water battery, that will give such pro- 
York, or Boston, for refuge from storms, for sup- || there is no commerce there to be protected. Why, tection to an anchorage ground as will prevent hos- 
plies of provisions, or for repairs; and this is the || sir, the whole commerce from Maine to Texas | tile ships from entering the channel immediately 
only point on the whole Gulf of Mexico where || passes right by Ship Island, and all that enters || under that island. I have not the slightest objec- 
such refuge can be had or such repairs made. I the city of New Orleans or departs from it, ex- || tion to extend the examination to Ship Island also; 
trust that the Committee on Military Affairs will || cept by the Mississippi, is compelled to run inside || and if the Senator will offer an amendment 80 as 
take the subject under their consideration and re- || of the very island of which I speak. , The Senator || to say ‘ and also to inquire into the expediency of 

















port upon it as early as possible. || from Alabama is certainly very much mistaken in || erecting fortifications on Ship Island,”’ it will re- 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. All the remarks || all the positions he has assumed. He assumes that || ceive my vote. 
which have been made by the honorable Senator || there is not an equal depth of water at ShipIsland, || Mr. FOOTE. I would suggest as an addition 


from Alabama in relation to the Mobile bar, are i and he has shown the fact that the harbor of Mo- || to my amendment the words * or either of them,” 
more just than they were believed*to be some years || bile is deeper than the Spanish surveys made it || after the words ‘and also Ship Island,’’ and for 
ago. But I object to the comparison he has insti- | sixty or seventy years ago; but the very sur- || this reason: the committee may determine that it 
tuted, and would remind him, if from inadvertence || veys upon which he relies for that information, || is expedient to make but one expenditure and not 
he has overlooked the fact, that still better harbor || made by the coast survey brigade, are the same 1 both, and I wish to give an equal chance to both. 

lies a short distance further west, and in a position || upon which we rely for our information as to the | Mr. DAVIS. I would merely state to my col- 
still better for the protection of our commerce in || depth of water at Ship Island. || league that this is a matter which would come up 
the Gulf of Mexico, and for repairing and provis- Then again he thinks the island is isolated and || before ithe Committee of Ways and Means as a 
pes bee cruising between the Caribbean sea || without shelter. It has islands on every side of | question of appropriation. That would be de- 
and the West Indies. I refer to the harbor inside |) it, and_is sheltered by a point that runs out from || cided afier the committee had reported in favor of 


of Ship Island. The entrance is deeper, the an- || the Mississippi, from the gales that blow most | either one or both. 
chorage quite as good, and affording greater facility | 


fiercely from the Gulf. In presenting the matter Mr. FOOTE. I thought both subjects could by 
for obtaining supplies and materials of construc- | in this light, [ do not present it with any view of || my amendment be better brought before the com- 
tion, which are brought down the Mississippi and || making it a bar to the motion of the Senator from || mittee; sti!l I am willing to yield to my colleague. 








Pearl rivers, and for obtaining ship timber from || Alabama. Nor am I prompted to this action by i Mr. DAVIS. I haveno objection to the amend- 
the lands reserved by the United States. I there- his resolution. It is an old subject with me, and || ment at all. 
fore move to amend a resolution by inserting the || one for which I in vain attempted to obtain an || The amendment having been agreed to, the reso- 
words ‘or Ship Island.”’ appropriation some years ago, when in the House | lution was adopted as follows: 

Mr. KING. I had no expectation of entering || of Representatives. i| 


i ‘ j i 4 = || Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
into any discussion in presenting this resolution. T have no objection, if the Senator wishes it,.to || structed to inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
I have only to say that, from all the information I put the copulative conjunction * and,” instead of || priation for the erection of fortifications on Dengan Bat 
have been able to collect, the honorable Senator is || the disjunctive conjunction “ or,’’ if that will meet | 1 the bay of Mobile, and also Pama , 
entirely mistaken when he supposes shipping, ly- || with the views of the Senator from Alabama; but || DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH AUSTRIA. 
ing behind Ship Island, will be equally secure as || 1 do object to making, in national importance, a | The hour having arrived to which the special 
in the Bay of Mobile. No harbor can afford more || measure which is neither new nor local, subordi- | order was postponed— . : 
safety; better anchorage is not to be found at any || nate to all other interests, which are inferior to it. | Mr. BUTLER called for its consideration. 
point, either of the Atlantic or Pacific oceans. As || There is not a harbor on the Atlantic coast that || Mr. DOWNS. When I made the motion to 
to the depth of water, it has been decided by actual || does not send vessels almost within a stone’s || adjourn last evening, it was not with a view of ad- 
surveys. According to them, the advantages for || throw of the anchorage of Ship Island. The || dressing the Senate on this question. I therefore 
Protection of vessels entering: that harbor, are de- || great commerce from the Mississippi valley, which || waive any claim | may have to the floor. 

ledly in its favor. That is a matter which I || goes outin the shipping from New Orleans, thro Mr. RUSK. I move that the Senate now pro- 
Will not discuss now. I only ask the honorable || the lake, and the commerce, more especially of Ala- |} ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 
Senator whether he will defeat this measure, im- || bama, runs immediately by that island, and in The motion was agreed to; and, after some 
Tne in itself to tae protection of the city of || time of storm or war, must depend on the pro- || time spent with closed doors, 

obile, if we should ever be engaged in a war || tection there given it. It would protect, if prep- |! The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, January 10, 1850.- 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. RICHARDSON rose and said, that he had 
agreed to pair off with Mr. Tuompson of Ken- 
tucky; when his (Mr. R.’s) name was called, he 
should therefore decline to vote. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved that there 
be a call of the House; and on that motion he 
asked the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and 
being taken, were—yeas 99, nays 91. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The SPEAKER: The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BINGHAM rose and said: I desire to state 
that, in nominating Mr. French as a candidate for 
the Clerkship of this House, I acted without any 
communication with that gentleman, without his 
-<; kitl and entirely on my own responsi- 

ility. 

The Crerx was then about to call the roll, 
when— 

Mr. JONES moved that the proceedings on the 
call be dispensed with. There was no Sergeant- 
at-arms, he said, to send after the absent members; 
the gentléman who held over in that office also 
holding an office at the other end of the Avenue: 

Mr. STEPHENS was understood to say, he 
hoped proceedings on the call would not be sus- 
pended until it had been ascertained what members 
were absent. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Jones, and it was decided in the negative 
without a division. 

So the House decided that proceedings on the 
call should not be dispensed with, 

The roll was then called, and the Speaker an- 
nounced that 214 members had answered to their 
names, 

Mr. STEPHENS said, that as the main object 
which he had in view, in moving a call of the 
House, had been accomplished, he would move 
one further proceedings on the call be dispensed 
with, 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were ordered, and being taken, 
were—yeas 133, nays 71. 

So further proceedings on the call were dis- 
pensed with, 

Before the vote was announced— 

Mr. BISSELL rose and asked leave to record 
his vote. He had (he said) been called out of the 
House on business for a few moments, and there- 
fore was not within the bar when his name was | 
called. 

Objections having been made, Mr. B. did not 
vote. 

ENGRAVING. 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on En- 
graving, (which committee has power to report at 
all times,) reported the following resolution, which 
was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be directed 
to contract for the engraving of four maps accompanying 
Foster aud Whitney’s Geological Report; 

Six maps accompanying C. T. Jackson’s Geological Re- 
port; 

Pte drawings accompanying J. W. Foster’s Geological 
eport; 

Ten maps accompanying the finear survey of the North- 
ern Peninsula of Michigan ; 

‘Ten views accompanying the Geological Report of David 
Dale Owen ; 

Ten maps accompanying the Report of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office; 

Eleven drawings accompanying the Report of the Colonel 
of Ordnance ; 

One map accompanying the Report of the Topographical 
Engineer—to accompany the usual and extra copies of the 
President’s Message, ordered to be printed by the House. 


The Yesolution having been read— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he 
should feel constrained to object unul an estimate 
had been made of the cost. 

Mr. HAMMOND was willing (he said) that the 
report should lie on the table for the present. 

And, after a few words on a point of order, it 
was ordered accordingly. 


OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER said the gentlemen inted 
et would resume their seats at the Clerk's 
tabie. 

Mr. WHITE, on his own motion, was excused 
from further service asa teller. 

Mr. CONGER was oar in his stead. 
Messrs. Tompson of Pennsylvania, Caowstt 





| shall, Matteson, Mc 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ee 
| of Ohio, Hararson of Georgia, and Concer of | - 


| New York, took their seats at the Clerk’s table as 

| tellers to count the votes. 

| The roll was called the fifteenth time. The tel- 

lers reported that 215 votes had been given in; 

| necessary toa choice 108; of which 

| Mr. J. W. Forney received...........++102 

|. les B. Drathes adiniescc th0cas 609 ses 9 bene 

| Des 63: WE PMnes sk cin a. ciigee sobs Cnintien:: 
Me, M. 8t. Clair Clarke...i<ccccices osiene 19 

| Die Th, Bi: Peano heise oe 6d tedctse Hee ID 


15 
The following is the vete in-detail: 


For Mr. Forney—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, 
Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, 
| Albert J. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph 
Cable, George A. Caldwell, Carter, Cleveland, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Coicock, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, 
| Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fiteh, Fuller, 
| Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hackett, Hall, Hamil- 
ton, Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, T. L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holliday, Howard, 
Hubbard, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Jones, Kaufman, La Sere, fer, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Mason, MeClernand, McDonald, McDowell, R. M. McLane, 
MeLanahan, McMullen, MeQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Mil- 
ler, Mortis, Morse, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Peek, Phelps, 
Potier, Powell, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, 
Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, 
Strong, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Jas. Thompson, Wil- 


| iain Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Well- 


born, Whittlesey, Wood, Woodward, and Young. 

lor Mr. Foot—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, An- 
drews, Ashmun, Baker, Bennet, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, 
Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, C. Butler, 'T’. B. Butler, E.C. Ca- 
bell, Catvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, 
Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, 
Duer,Dancan, A.Evans, N.Evans, Fowler, Freedley,Gentry, 
Giddings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 


Hunter, James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. 
King, James G. oe John A. King, Horace Mann, Mar- 

zanghey, McKissock, F. E. McLean, 
Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Neison, Newell, Ogie, 
Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rey- 
nolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 


Spalding, Sprague, A. H. Stepliens, T. Stevens, Taylor, 
Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, Watkins, 
White, Wiliams, Wilson, and Winthrop. 

For Mr. French—Messrs. Bingham, Booth, and Harlan. 


Hilliard, 


Wilmot. 

No choice. 

Mr. HARALSON, on his own motion, was 
excused from further service as a teller. 

Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, was appointed in his 
stead. 

WITHDRAWAL OF MR. FOOT. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose and said, that he had the 
other day presented the name of Solomon Foot, 
of Vermont, as a candidate for the Clerkship. He 
(Mr. 8.) desired to say, that he did so not only 

» without the consent of Mr. Foot, (who was ac- 
cidentally in the city on other business,) but in 
oon to the request of that gentleman that he 
(Mr. 8S.) would not do so. That gentleman was 
not, and never had been, in any way a candidate 
on his own account. He (Mr. 8.) believed, how- 
ever, as did many other friends who had served 
with Mr. Foot in this House, and who knew his 
high personal character, that he possessed such 
undoubted qualifications as woul commend him 
to all who knew him, or who were willing to be in- 
formed of his capacity for the discharge of the 
duties of the office. He (Mr. S.) had supposed, 
too, that a sufficient number of votes might proba- 
bly be united on this gentleman to constitute a ma- 





jority, and that thus the House might be relieved | 


from the difficulty in which it was involved. He 
was satisfied, however, that this could not be done. 
He had hoped and believed, if it had been done, 
that My. Foot might have been induced to serve, 
although he had declined. Satisfied that the re- 
sult contemplated by him (Mr. S.) could not be 
attained, he would now, at the earnest request of 
Mr. Foot, and the course commending itself to 
his (Mr. S.’s) own judgment, withdraw the name 
of that gentleman. 

So the name of Mr. Foot was withdrawn. ~ 

NOMINATIONS. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, rose and said, that 
under the circumstances of the withdrawal of the 
name of Mr. Foot he (Mr. K.) desired to pre- 


sent the name of Philander B. Prindle, of New | 
York—a gentleman who, to his (Mr. K.’s) own 
seen ies was well calculated, by his qualifica- 
tions an 

office. 


experience, to discharge the duties of the 


Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Houston, Howe, | 


Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, | 


For Mr. Clarke—Messrs. J. P, Caldwell, Deberry, and | 


For Mr. Phileo—Messts. Durkee, Julian, P. King, and | 


Jan. 10, 


Mr. PITMAN. rose, and nomina 
Fisher, of Delaware. 


RE-NOMINATION OF MR. CAMPBELL. 
| Mr.WILLIAMS rose, and re-nominated Thom 
| Jefferson Campbell, Clerk of the late Houses 
Represeniatives. 
he roll was then again called—bein ; 
| teenth time, The tellers reported that a 
| had been given in; necessary to a choice, 19. of 
which 
| Mr. Forney received. .......ssecee. canoe 
| Mr. Prindle....eeseeeeeeee cece ence ees 63 
| 


ted George B. 


Mr. Campbell... 0. eee cece cece ee ee eee BD 
Mr. French...ssseceeeseeecessesecess sd] 
Mr. Fisher... 2-000 eeeeeeecsreresenss, 7 
Mr. PhileO.... ccesscsceves ccccccscecs, 


Mir. Foot, . oc ccccccacvccccnesséssicsven ds ° 
Mr. Jolin Smith... ..0.eecceereeeeceeese, | 


i 
' 
| 
| 


| 
_— 


H ae 


The followimg is the vote in detait: 

For John W. Forney—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Avere; 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, Bow), 
Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, Geo 
A. Caldwell, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, Howell Cob, ¢, 
cock, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Edmund on, By. 
ing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gornyay 
Green, Hackett, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, 1. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, ‘Thomas L. ; 


' 
| 





| 1 Harris, Hibbani, 
'| Hoagland, Holliday, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Andrey 
|| Johnson, R. W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Lit. 
| tlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDowei!, Me- 
|| Lanahan, R. M. McLane, McMullen, MeQueen, MeWiii\i« 

Meade, Miller, Morse, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peasive, Peck’ 

Phelps, Potter, Powell, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Suyay., 

Sawtelle, Seddon, Fs P. Stanton, R. Hl. Stanton, Stetson’ 

Strong, Sweetser, Thomas,Jacob Thompson, James Thomp- 
| son, William ‘Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wal- 
| lace, Wellborn, Woodward, and Young. 

For Mr. P. B. Prindle—Messrs., Alexander, Andrew ; 
Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Cheste 
Butler, Thomas B. Butler, Calvin, Chandler, Clark, Cole’ 
Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Diekey, Dixon, Duer, Duncaw 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grinneli, 
Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Hunter, George G. King, James 
|| G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Matteson, McGaugh- 
| ey, McKissock, Meacham, Nelson, Newell, Phenix, Pu - 
| 


| 


; nam, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sacke , 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spalding,- 
Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Thurman, Tuck, Un-- 
| derhill, Vinton, White, and Wilson. 
| For T. J. Campvelli—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Ashmun, 
|| Bowie, Breck, E. C. Cabell, J. P. Caldwell, Clingman, Uon- 
|| rad, Deberry, Freediey, Gentry, Haymond, Henry, liilliard, 
\) Howe, James L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, Marshall, 
|| F. E. McLean, Morehead, Morton, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, 





| Shepperd, Alexander H. Stephens, Toombs, Watkins, Wil- 
| liams, and Winthrop. 
| For Mr. Foot—Messrs. ANen and Hebard. 
|| For Mr. French—Messrs. Bingham, W. J. Brown, Camp- 
I bell, Carter, Harlan, Leffler, McDonald, Morris, Root, Whit- 
|| Hesey, and Wood. 
|, For Mr. Phiteo—Messrs. Durkee, Julian, Preston King, 
and Wilmot. 

For Mr. Fisher—Messrs. Goodenow, Houston, Moore, 
|| Pitman, Reed, Casey, and A. Evans. 
\ For Mr. John Smith—Mr. Ogle. 


| No choice. 

1 Mr. BAKER moved that further action on the 
| 
| 


} 


|| order of the House, in relation to the election of a 
Clerk and other officers, be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that that motion be laid 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER said that a motion to lay on 
the table a motion to postpone was not in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose to & 
| point of order. A motion to rescind the order of 
| the House had been decided out of order. A mo- 
'! tion to postpone indefinitely was in effect a re- 
|| cision. Now, he submitted that the House could 
| not do indirectly that which it could not do di 
| reetly. 
| The SPEAKER, The Chair has decided that 

| & motion to xi ts to a day certain, or a motion 

| to postpone indefinitely, is in order; and the Chair 
|, has so ruled. ; 
| Mr. HOLMES. Is the tion debatable? 
‘|| The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. " 
| Mr. THOMPSON. I believe I shall take a0 
| appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
ii he SPEAKER stated the. point of order, and 
| his decision thereon. The question before the 
| House (he added) was, Shall the decision of the 
|| Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 
| 
| 


j 
| 
} 








And the question having been taken and decided 
in the affirmative— 
Smee oe senna es 
question | recurring on m 
né indefinitely the further 


|| execution of the order of the House concerning tive 
,) tleetion of officers— 











1850. 


Mr. KAUFMAN moved to amend it by striking 
out the words “¢ indefinite postponement,” and in- 
serting the words “until the next vote,”’ so that the 
motion should read “‘ that the further exeention of 
the order be ne until the next vote.” 

The SPEAKER said that under the rules of the 
House two motions to postpone were in order— 
a motion to postpone to a day certain, and a mo- 
tion to postpone indefinitely. {n the opinionof the 
Chair the motion of the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. KaurMANn] was not in order. The question 
yas on the motion to postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
amend the motion So as to postpone the execution 
ofthe order to Saturday next. 

Mr. BAKER said he would accept the amend- 
ment as a modification of his own motion. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman might 
accept, by withdrawing his own motion, and sub- 
stituting it a Motiqn to postpone to a day cer- 
tain; which latter motion would «ke precedence 
of a motion to postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. KAUFMAN inquired whether his amend- 
ment was in order? 

The SPEAKER said, in the opinion of the 
Chair, the amendment of the gentleman from Tex- 
as, (Mr. KaurMan,] for the reasons already stated, 
was not in order. . 

Mr. HOLMES moved to amend the amendment 
of Mr. Borver, by striking out * Saturday,’’ and 
inserting “Friday,” [i. e. to-morrow.]} 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Burer,] takes prece- 
dence. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Houmes] can make his motion after the other has 
been decided. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Butter, and decided in the negative, without 
a division. : 

So the House refused to postpone the further 
execution of the order to Saturday next. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, then moved 
to postpone to Saturday week. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative, without a division. 

So the House refused to postpone further action 
on the execution of the order until Saturday week. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume their 
seats, 

Mr. MORSE moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion waa rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, on his 


own motion, was excused from further service as | 


a teller, to count*the votes. 

Mr. BOWLIN was appointed in his stead. 

Mr. CROWELL, on his own motion, was ex- 
cused from further service as a teller. 

Mr. EVANS, of Ohio, was appointed in his 
Steau. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, rose, and -sub- 
mitted to the Speaker, as a question of order, 
whether the report of the Committee on Rales 
wich had been made the special order for this day 
did not take precedence over other business? 
_TheSPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
it does not take precedence. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the further ex- 
ecution of the order be postpored, and that the 
House proceed to the consideration of the special 
Rules) the day, (the report of the Committee on 

ules, 

The question was taken, and decided in the 
negative, without a division. 

So the House refused to postpone. 

Mr.,BAKER now rose to inquire whether any 
vote had been taken on his motion for indefinite 
postponement. 

The SPEAKER ‘said he understood the gentle- 
man to have withdrawn that motion. No vote 
had, consequently, been taken upon it. 

Mr. BAKER said he would beg leave to re- 
mark that the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Buruer] was an independent mo- 
ton. He (Mr. Baxer) had~inquired of the 

EAKER whether he could accept the motion, and 

d understood the Chair to say not, because it 


was an inde ent motion. 
The SPEAKER said, there was no di in 
ecase. If the tleman did not withdraw the 


Motion, the question could now be taken upon it; 
or the gentleman could renew the motion. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
= Baker, and decided in the negative, without a 


* 
’ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


So the House decided that further action on the 


order relating to the election of officers should not 
be postponed indefinitely. 

e roll was then called the seventecnth time. 
The tellers reported that 218 votes had been given; 
necessary to a choice 110 ; of which 

Mr. Forney received. .. 245.6 .s0e0000004 93 
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The following is the vote in detail, viz : 
For Mr. Forney—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, 


Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Bnel, Burt, George A. Caldwell, 
Cleveland, Howell Cobb, W. k. W. Cobb, Coicock, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Doty, Dunttam, Edmundson, Ewing, Feath- 
| erston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, 
Hackett, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Isham G. 
1 Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, 
| Hoagland, Holliday, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Andrew Jobn- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Litue- 
field, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, McDowell, MeLana- 
han, Robert M. MeLanc, McMatien, McQueen, MeWibllie, 
Meade, Miller, Morse, Olds, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, 
Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Say- 
age, Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
son, James Thompson, William Thompson, Venable, Wal- 
den, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Woodward, and Young. 

For Mr. Prindle—Messrs. Alexander, Andrews, Ashmun, 
Bennett, Bokee, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas 
B. Butler, Chandler, Clark, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, 
Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Fowler, Freediey, 
Giddings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, 
Hampton, Hay, Hunter, D. P. King, G. G. King, J. G. King, 
J. A. King, Horace Mann, Matteson, McKissock, Meacham, 
Nelson, Newell, Phenix, Putnam, Keynolds, Risley, Rose, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Silvester, Spalding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, 
John B. Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Vinton, White, 
and Winthrop. 

For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Alston, Anderson, Baker, 
| Bowie, Breck, Briggs, E. C. Cabell, J. P. Caldwell, Deberry, 
N. Evans, Gentry, Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, Howe, J. L. 
Johnson, Kerr, Marshall, Morehead, Morton, Otis, Outlaw, 
Owen, Shepperd, A. H. Stephens, Toombs, Watkins, and 
Wiiliams. 

For Mr. Frenca—Messrs. Bingham, W. J. Brown, J. 
Cable, Campbell, Carter, Crowell, Gorman, Harlan, Julian, 
Leffler, McDonald, McGaughey, Morris, Root, Tack, Whit- 
tlesey, Wilson, and Wood. 

For Mr. Phileo—Messrs. Durkee, P. King, and Wilmot. 

For Mr. Fisher—Messrs. Calvin, Houston, Ogle, Pitman, 
Rockwell, Moore, Casey, Reed, and N. Evans. 

For Mr. Foot—Messrs. Allen and Hebard. 

For Mr. Gouverneur—Mr. Holmes. 


No choice. . 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the House ad- 


ourn. 
, Mr. MASON asked Mr. R. to withdraw the 
motion, to allow him (Mr. M.) to offer (he said) 
a proposition of compromise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON withdrew the motion. 

Mr. MASON sent his resolution to the Clerk’s 
table, remarking, that he moved the previous ques- 
tion, and asked the yeas and nays. ([Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Mason] asks the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved, That by way of compromise, Joun W. Forney 
be, and he is hereby, declared to be Clerk of the House of 
Representatives for this Congregs. 
|| The resolution was greeted with laughter from 
|| both sides of the House. 
|| Objections were made. 
| So the resolution was fot received. 

Mr. WILLIAMS renewed the motion that the 
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House do now adjourn, 
Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which 
were refused. 


And the question having been taken, and decided * 


in the affirmative, the House adjourned. 





On the 7th instant Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennes- 
see, gave notice that he would ask leave to intro- 
‘duce “A bill to provide a ‘Homestead * of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of the public domain for 
every man who is the head of a family and a citi- 
zen of the United States, or any widow who is the 
mother of a minor child or children, provided they 
a permanent oncupants and cultivators of the 
soil. 

The following notices for leave to introduce bills 
~were handed in to-day, viz: 

By Mr, BOWLIN: A bill relinquishing to the 


Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, ! 


| duty. 


| on Invalid Pensions. 
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City of St. Louis Quarantine Island, and all vacant 
unoccupied lands within her te limits. 

By Mr. ASHE: A bill to facilitate the recovery 
of fugitive slaves. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill entitled “An act to 
renew and continue in force the charter of the Po- 
tomac Insurance Company of Georgetown.”’ 





PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. HOWE: The petition of Elias Skul and 74 
other citizens of Crawford c ounty, Pa., asking for the es- 
tablishment of a post route from Sugartown to Conegut- 
ville, in said county. Referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Joseph G. Dale and 71 others, citi- 
zens of the counties of Venango and Clarion, Pennsylvania, 
asking for the establishment of a post route from Clarion, in 
the county of Clarion, to Tionesta, in the county of Venan- 
e Referred to the Committee on the Post Offce and Post 

oads. 

Also, the petition of James Kerr and 49 others, citizens of 
the county of Clarion, Pennsylvania, asking for a change of 
the present tariff laws,and increase of duties on foreign im- 
portations. Referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Richard Shippen and 47 other citi- 
zens of Clarion county, Pennsylvania, asking for a change 
of the present tariff laws, and increase of duties on foreign 
importations. Referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Bert and 44 others, citizens 
of the same county, and of like import. Referred to the 
same committee. y 

By Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee: The memorial of citi- 
zens of Memphis, for the repair of the dam in the Ohio 
river at Cumberland Island. Referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of [linois: The petition of Sylvester 
Emmons and 56 other citizens of Cass county, Illinois, fora 


| mail route from Springficld, via Petersburg, to Beardstown, 
| IMinois. 
Post Roads. 


Referred to,the Committee on the Post Office and 


Also, the memorial of John Collins, for pay as boatswain 
of the United States ship Cyane. 

By Mr. RISLEY: The petition of C. R. Leland and other 
citizens of Chavtanque county, New York, praying Con- 
gress to grant an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor atthe mouth of Cattarangus creek. Referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of the heirs of Robert 


| Henry Dyer, deceased, late of Madison county, Tennessee, 
| for a pension. 


Also, the petition of James Somers, of Weakly county, 
Tennessee, for arrears of pension. Which petitions were 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the pétition of John H. B. Rolls, of Gibson county, 


| Tennessee; for compensation for a horse and saddle, which 


Was converted to the public service during the. Florida war. 
Also, the petition of T. K. Hill, of Gibson county, Tennes- 
see, for compensation for his services as a surgeon in the 
late war with Mexico. 
Iso, the petition of Joel Henry Dyer, of Madison county, 
Tennessee, for remuneration (or his serviees as Judge Ad- 
vocate of a regiment of volunteers in the Fiorida war. 


| Which petitions were referred to the Cozamittee on Military 


Affaire. 

By Mr. STETSON: The petition of Matthew 8. Randall 
and thirty-nine other citizens of Bangor, for reduttion of 
postage. « Referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. FITCH: The petition and accompanying papers 
of Israel Johnson, of Indiana, for compensation for services 
rendered the Miami Indians and certain Government offi- 
cers, at the request of the latter. Referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: The petition of John F. Robertaon, 
of Sevier county, Tennessee, for a pension, on accountof 
wounds received in the service of the United States. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Jefferson county, Tennes- 
sec, for the abolition of the office of chaplaincy of Congress. 
Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Robert James, of Blount county, 
Tennessce, for leave to import certain machinery free of 
Referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of Joseph Richards, of 
Berks county, Pennsylvania, praying that a land warrant 
may be issued to bim, in lieu of one issued to Henry Huteli- 
inson. Referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON KING, 

The petition and pepers of Mr. Campfield Averill were 
taken from the Clerk’s files and referred to the Committee 





IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, January 10, 1850. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of War, con- 
taining a statement of the appropriations and ex- 
penditures for the service of that ‘Department 
during the year ending 30th June, 1849. ; 
Also; a report from the Secretary of War, with 
statements of expenditures for conti ies of the 
various offices and bureaus of that Department 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1649. 
On motion of Mr. MILLER, it was ordered 
that they lie on the table and be printed. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 
Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Eleanor 
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Ann Shaw, heir of Pelatiah Fitch, asking indem- 
nity for spoliations by the French prior to 1800; 
which was ordered to be referred to the select 
committee on that subject. 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of John 
O. Harra, the heir of Daniel O. Harra, late of 
Charleston, South Carolina, asking indemnity for 
French spoliations prior to 1800. 

Also, the memorial of Charles Evans and others, 
asking remuneration for losses occasioned by the 
operations of the American army in West Florida 
in 1814; whieh was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

Mr. CLARKE presented the memorial of Ben- 
jamin Norris and others, asking indemnity for 
French spoliations prior to 1800; which was re- 
ferred to the select committee on that subject. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the memorial of the 
legal representatives of John R. Shaw, asking to 
be indemnified for losses of certain private stores 
on board the Essex at the time of her capture by 
the British squadron during the war with Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented the 
petition of Mary Farrer, asking a pension for the 
services of ber husband as a chaplain during the 
war of the Revolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition and pa- 

ers of Conrad W. Faber and Leopold Bieswirth, 
in relation to the war steamer United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. CHASE presented the memorial of a num- 
ber of citizens of Walnut Hills, Hamilton county, 
Ohio, asking that all international difficulties may 
be settled without resort to war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of Owen 
Connelly, asking remuneration for services and 
injuries sustained while in the employment of the 
Government at the Capitol; which was referred to 
the Committee forthe District of Columbia. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial of the 
General Assembly of the State of Missouri, asking 
a donation of land for the improvement of the 
Osage river. 

Also, from the same, calling the attention of 
Congress to the propriety of making appropri 
ations of land to reclaim the ieeintanet region in 
the southeast part of Missouri and the northeast 
part of Arkansas. The General Assembly re- 
quests that the public lands for six miles on each 
side of the contemplated canal, (the New Madrid 
and Stoddart Canal Company,) in the counties of 
New Madrid and Stoddart, may be donated by 
Congress to said canal company; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of the 
late and present registers and receivers of the Uni- 
ted States land office at Fort Wayne, Indiana, 
asking to be allowed a commission for the entry 
of military bounty land warrants; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of the 
late and present registers and receivers of the land 
office at Batesville, Arkansas, asking to be allowed 
a commission on the entry of military bounty land 
warrants; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, the memorial of Jonathan Lewis, asking 
remuneration for losses sustained through depreda- 
tions committed on his property by certain Chero- 
kee Indians; which, with all the papers relating to 
the same, were referred to the Gdinatitins on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of John 
Dawson, of Sangamon county, Illinois, asking 
compensation for his services as pension agent; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. MORTON presented the memorial of H. 
M. Breckenridge, asking a re-transfer of twenty 
acres, including his Orange Grove, embraced in 
certain lands containing live-oak timber which had 
been sold by him to the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of F. W. 
Brune, acting executor of B. y Von Kapff, last 
surviving trustee of R. C. Boislandry, and as at- 
torney of Eleanor Clarke, administratrix of Am- 
brose Clarke, anning indemnity for French spolia- 
tions prior to 1800; which was referred to the 


select committee on that subject. 
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Mr. SPRUANCE presented a memorial of mer- | the general rule, of which this appears to me 
) one. This petition ought more proper! 
| the Committee on sonep Relations; but, as 


chants and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, ask- 
ing an appropriation for the construction of a 
harbor at Reedy Isiand, in the river Delaware; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
JEWELS OF THE PRINCE OF ORANGE. 

Mr. CLAY. I hold in my hand and have been 
requested to present to the Senate, the petition of 
William Seeley, of the city of New York. 

Some twenty years ago the Prince and Princess 
of Orange lost from the palace in Brussels, belong- 


ing to the Government of Belgium, a large sum in | 
value of crown jewels and some of the personal | 


jewels of the princess. No trace for a long time 


could be discovered of the thief; but, at length, | 


conjecture led to the belief that he had fled to the 


United States; and the Government of Holland, || 
represented at that time by the Chevalier D’Huy- || 


en, applied to the Government of the United 


tates for assistance in recovering the lost property | 


of the Crown, and in obtaining possession of the 
culprit. The Government of the United States 
accordingly gave instructions to its public officers 
to render any assistance they might be able in re- 


covering the property which had been lost, amount- || 
ing in value to* upwards of a million of dollars. | 
Some traces of the thief were discovered in New... 


York; and at this stage of the business Mr. See- 
ley, a professional gentleman—a lawyer of emi- 
nence, engaged in a lucrative practice affording 
him annually some ten or twelve thousand dollars 
—was applied to to aid in recovering this lost 


pores: Mr. Seeley abandoned the pursuit of | 


is profession and engaged in that object. He 
dedicated nearly three years of his life to its ac- 
complishment. The result was the recovery of 
almost all the jewels, the detection and arrest of 
the thief; and he was, by some means or other, 
sent back to Europe. The subject became one of 
reat interest to the Prince and Princess of Orange, 
in consequence of intimations having been made 
to the prejudice of the Prince—I dare say without 
foundation. He was known to be in embarrassed 
circumstances at the time, and the intimation was 
made that he had purloined the jewels of which 
he was in pursuit; an intimation, according to the 
result, wholly unfounded. Mr. Seeley, however, 
employed his utmost exertions to succeed in the 
engagement into which he had entered. Well, sir, 
the jewels were restored, as I remarked, and the 
culprit arrested; and from that time to this, this 
gentleman has been in vain endeavoring to obtain 
from the Government of Helland, ‘an adequate in- 
demnity-for the services, and, allow me to add, the 
success which attended his exertions, The aid of 
the Executive of this Government having been in- 
voked in the first instance, for the recovery of this 
property, Mr. Seeley first applied tothem. Appli- 
cation was made to Holland, but they were unwill- 
ing to make what he deemed to be an adequate 
compensation, or even to refer the matter to arbi- 
tration so as to ascertain what would be a just 
amount of compensation. In this stage of the 
business he has again appealed to the Executive of 
thisGovernment. We owe, in consequence of the 
assumption of the debt due from a portion of the 
District of Columbia—either Washington city, or 
perhaps Georgetown, I am not certain which—a 
large debt to Holland, for the interest of which 
appropriations are annually made in the general 
appropriation bill. It has been suggested to Mr. 
Seely, and it is a course that has been recommended 
by the late as well as the present Secretary of State, 
that he should apply to Congress; that they should 
investigate the case, and that if they were satisfied 
of its justice, since he cannot obtain what he ought 
to receive from the foreign Government, as we 
have the means of his indemnity within our own 
hands, we should withhold a sum sufficient to sat- 
isfy his just claim. Mr. Seeley has presented the 
petition which I hold in my hand, containing a 
most ample, full, and satisfactory narrative of the 
case from the beginning to the end, and has forti- 
fied his application by an appeal to numerous sat- 
isfactory authorities to show that in similar cases 
the Government of a country, of which the peti- 
tioner is a subject or a citizen, will apply all the 
means in its power to see that justice is done, al- 
though the general rule is, that when a man con- 
tracts with a foreign Government, he must depénd 
on the good faith of that Government for the satis- 
faction of his claims; but there are exceptions to 
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Committee on Finance has the subjec: 
_priations before them, it has been a =< nl 
the subject embraced in this petition should be : 
ferred to that committee. I move that the conde 
of ne peee be dispensed with, and that it ie 
| referred to the Committee on Finance, and | k 
| also that this petition be printed. It is long “5 
_ voluminous, but it will be found to be highly in 
_ teresting. I move that it be referred to the Com. 
mittee on Printing. F 
Mr. KING. As this petition is not to be re- 
ferred to the Comntittee on Foreign Relations, | wi) 
say but a few words. Ido not know in the his. 
tory of our Government of a solitary case where 
an individual has contracted with a foreign Goy- 
ernment for any purpose whatever, and has core 
to Congress to procure an indemnity fay a loss } 
such contract. I understand this cas very well 
| This individual, Mr. Seeley, was employed at his 
| own instance to hunt out and ascertain, if possible 
who ‘was the purloiner of the Crown jewels of 
Holland. A very great interest was felt on the 
|, subject, because it was intimated that the Prince of 
Holland had himself purloined them and gambled 
them away.. 
| This individual, expecting to receive no doubt 
|| a large sum if he was successful in securing the 
| thief and the jewels here, devoted himself entirely 
for a long time to that object, and was in part suc. 
| cessful. The thief was found, and was sent to 
| Holland and punished capitally there. This indi. 
vidual, then, in pursuance of his contract, and 
|| not having stipulated for any particular amount, 
|| went to Holland to get the compensation which he 
|| supposed a liberal Government and a grateful 
| Prince would afford for the services rendered. He 
| was offered a pitiful sum, which he declined. [y 
' this state of the case, our Government instructed 
| the Chargé to make as strong representations as 
— to the justice, equity, and‘ good faith of 
|| Holland, to induce them to make a proper com- 
‘| pensation. The effort failed; and now the hon- 
|| orable Senator from Kentucky introduces a memo- 
|| vial—to do what? To take money, not from the 
|| Government of Holland, but the money of private 
| individuals who have loaned it to us in good faith, 
| 


| 
i 


and with the just anticipation of receiving the in- 
terest upon it, to per a debt, if you please, of 
| Holland. I make t 





ese statements that the Senate 
| may know the true state of the case. 
| Mr. CLAY. I have no doubt that the Senator 
| from Alabama [Mr. Kine] has laid down the gen- 
| eral principles of the law of nations correctly: that 
| is to say, if an individual chooses to confide in the 
faith of a foreign Government, and to make a con- 
tract with them, he is bound, as a general rule, to 
look to the honor and good faith of that Govern- 
ment for the fulfillment of that contract. | stated 
|| that to be the principle myself, when I was up be- 
| fore. But there may be, and there are exceptions 
| to that rule, as there are exceptions to almost every 
rule of law: whether this is one or not is the matter 
to be investigated. I think my friend from Ala- 
bama, when he comes to look at the array of au- 
| thorities cited in this petition, will be disposed to 
think that in this case the exception ought to be 
made. If, as the Senator alleges, the debt is one 
due to private subjects of Holland, why, perhaps, 
| it would not be night to take their property ta 
satisfy this claim; but I am inclined to believe that 
a portion of the debt belongs to the Government of 
| Holland. At all events, it is a matter fit to bein- 
vestigated. Agsuming that it does, can there bea 
| doubt that acase of this kind might exist, and that 
it should meet with favorable consideration? Sup- 
se the Government of Holland had any property 
in the United States or debts due it, that could be 
reached by attachment or process of Jaw: I think 
there cannot be a question that Mr. Seeley would 
have the right to go intoa court of law and altach 
such property, and secure the payment of his de- 
mand, and thus transfer the question of what was 
due to him from the Government of Holland tothe 
tribunals of his own country. But, inasmuch *s 
there is an appropriation annually made to pay « 
interest on this public debt, or this private debt— 
do not know how it is, and it is a matter to be 1!- 
vestigated by the committee—he cannot resort 0 
the process” of an attachment, since the Gover 
ment of the United States cannot be made a party 
to any such suit. Itis for this reason, and in 
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telief that a portion of the debt is due to the Gov- 
enment of Holland, that the petitioner makes 
application here for relief. I shall not disagree 
with the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations [Mr. Kine] that we should not attach the 
private propert of subjects of Holland in order to 

y this debt, but I think it will be found that a 

rtion of it is due to the Government of that 
country. At all events, it is a_matter that should 
be thoroughly investigated. This is the reason 
why [ propose to refer it to the Committee on Fi- 
nance instead of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions; and I hope there will be no ge ep to 
that course, apd that the subject will be fully ex- 
amined. : 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and the question of printing to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from the further consideration of the claim of the represen- 
ative of Wm. King, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, 

Ordered, That the papers on file in the Senate relating to 
the claim of Thomas P. McBlair, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, 

Ordered, That the petition of Wm. Emmons, administra- 
tor of Uri Emmons, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 


SLAVERY. 


The Senate then proceeded to the unfinished 
business, being the resolutions from the General 
Assembly of the State of Vermont, which were 
presented on Wednesday last by Mr. Urnam. 

Mr. CHASE. It was not my purpose, Mr. Pres- 
ident, nor is it my purpose now, to go into any dis- 
cussion upon this motion to print the resolutions 
from the State of Vermont. If I understand the gen- 
eral sentiments of Senators, there is a disposition 
to acquiesce in the motion to print, with very few 
dissenting voices. I rejoice, sir, for one, that the 
precedent set in the case of Vermont some ten 
years ago, is now to be reversed, and that the 
memorials and resolutions of the States of this 
Confederacy are to be received and taken in the 
ordinary course, no matter what may be the sub- 
ject of those memorials or resolutions. I should 
be glad, sir, if 1 could state that there appeared to 
bea similar disposition in regard not merely to the 
memorials of sovereign States, but to the petitions 
of the sovereign people. But I understand, sir, 
that a practice Coton here—and I must be per- 
mitted to say that, in my judgment, it is a prac- 
tice “more honored in the breach than in the 
observance ’’—when a petition from individuals is 
presented, to move the question of reception upon 
it, and to lay that question of reception upon the 
table, I trust, sir, that that practice will also be 
discontinued. For one, I accord entirely with the 
Senators from South Carolina, when they say that 
itis better, far better for the people of this country, 
that they should understand distinctly what are 
the sentiments of the respective States, and not 
merely of the States, but of the people who make 
the States, which compose this Confederacy. Let 
itbe understood what the positions upon all sides 
are; let us understand each other distinctly, and 
then we shall have the best possible opportunity, 
when the positions upon all sides are clearly and 
distinctly understood, to compare those respective 
positions, and if possible arrive at an amicable 
solution of the difficulties that exist; but, sir, I 
may be permitted to say, that in my judgment the 
path to an amicable solution of the difficulty does 
not lie through criminations and recriminations; it 
does not lie through denunciations upon one side 
and upon the other side; and I may be permitted 
to su to my friend, the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, whether anything is to be gained in a compar- 
ison between the application of the terms “ crime” 
and “criminals” on the one side, and the applica- 
tion of the epithets “robber” and “ assassin” u 
the other? Sir, we gain nothing in this way. Let 
us define our positions with candor, with pay 

With clearness, and with precision, and then, un- 
derstanding each other, we shall be able to deter- 
mine what course becomes us as Senators, and 
what course it becomes the States as sovereignties 


to pursue. 
ir. President, I may be permitted to say, and 
I think it due to’ the Sate which 1 in ait ripe: 
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sent here to say, that no menace of disunion, no 
resolves tending towards disunion, no intimations 
of the probability of disunion, in any form, will 








move us from the path which in our judgment it | 


is due to ourselves and the people whom we rep- 
resent to pursue. Everything of that sort has 
lost its terror; at least 1 trust it has. I trust that 
no man hereafter is to be moved from the course 
which in his judgment and his conscience it is 
due to the State and the people whom he repre- 
sents to pursue, I trust that no man is to be 
moved from that deliberate course by ary threat, 
or by any resolve, from whatever quarter. I trust 
we shall pursue a path of rectitude with entire re- 
spect for all the people of all the States, and for 
every State of the whole Union. But, having de- 
termined upon what that path shall be, | trust 
we shall not be deterred from pursuing it by any 
intimidation of any kind, or of this character par- 
ticularly. 

Mr. President, we have had it intimated in 
this debate that the States of the South have had 
some reason to complain of the coursé which 
has been pursued. Now, sir, what is there in 
our past history, or in our present history, which 
justifies that complaint? Let it be calmly consid- 


| ered, deliberately considered, and then let me again | 


press the inquiry, what is there in our pastor pres- 
ent history to justify that complaint? Have any 
States of the South, Mr. President, lacked their 


acy? ave they not had their full proportion, at 
least, of all the power of this Confederacy? Do 
they not at this moreent in this hall, and in 
the other hall, exercise all the power, to say the 
least of it, which to them legitimately belongs? 
Why, sir, who presides in the other hall? How 
have your committees been constituted here? 
Under what influence have they been constitu- 
ted, and with what purpose have the committees 
been constituted here? Have they not been so 
constituted, Mr. President, as to meet the claims, 


and the extremest claims, of the gentlemen who | 


represent the southern States of this Union? Has 
it not been held here to be a disqualification, as 
chairman of a committee, that the distinguished 
Senator, even of a slave State, should maintain, 
what, in his judgment, was due to the people of 
the whole Confederacy in reference to this subject? 
And has it not been held also to be a disqualifica- 
tion to other Senators that they maintain senti- 
ments which are common to the people of their 
entire States in reference to this question of sla- 
very? Why,-.Mr. President, for my own part, I 
may ieee to say, that in political sentiment 
I accord fully with that party which is known as 
the free Democracy of the United States—a party 
which is sometimes sectional, but which I trust 
will not remain forever sectional, and which{had, 


during the last canvass, if | may be permitted to | 


allude to it, not merely friends in the non-slave- 
holding States in this 
of the slaveholding States also—not organizations, 
but friends; and in some of the States organiza- 


tions also. 


I will add further, sir, as it is known to be my | 


position, that I stand ready and willing to codp- 


erate with that party which is known as the De- | 


mocracy of this country, whenever that party takes 

such ground on the subject of slavery as accords 

with the principles of the ordinance of 1787. 
Well, sir, now let us compare the positions held 


with reference to this very question, which is ex- | 


citing debate and attention here now. I un- 
derstand the Senators of the South as saying that 


they are prepared to act with the Democracy of | 


this country, if the Democracy of this country 
take ground in favor of freedom? Do they not 
make it the test of their adherence to the party, 
that the party shall respect what in their judgment 
are their legitimate claims? Most unquestionably 
that test is made. Then, sir, is it not legitimate 
that a Senator, holding just as strongly opinions 
in favor of freedom as they hold in favor of slavery, 


that he should’ require that the party which is to | 


command his codperation and his su should 
take the ground which in his judgment he can 
reconcile to his own conscience? If it be so, Mr. 
President, in what position do we stand here? 
That tests may be made * on one side, without 
exclusion ‘from the party’s confidence and the 


party’s respect, but tests shall not be made on the 
other side, but if made in favor of freedom they 
shall be ground for such exelusion. 





full pro ortion of all the honors of this Confeder- |! 


nion, but friends in many | 
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|| Well, Mr. President, I refer to this matter sim- 
|| ply as showing that there is nothing to complain 
| of, so far as this House, so far as the other House, 
so far as present arrangements are concerned, 
What can be complained of in the future*> What 
| is expected? Why, sir, it is apprehended that the 
|| Congress of the United States may adopt the prin- 
|| ciples of the ordinance of 1787, and concurred in 
| by the unanimous assent of all the States repre- 
| sented in the Congress of the Confederation, in 
their application, not to territory which was slave 
|| territory, as the territory northwest of the river 
| Ohio claimed to be, but territory which is now 
free. That is one of the grounds of apprehen- 
| sion. Another,ground of apprehension is, that the 
| Congress of the United States may determine in 
| their judgment that it is proper to apply the prin- 
ciples of freedom; proper to apply the principles 
of law to the question of slavery in the District of 
| Columbia; it is apprehended that the influence and 
| power of this Government may be placed upon the 
| side of freedom. Well, sir, what if it should be? 
| Was that not the precise object which was marked 
out by the framers of the Constitution? Was 
| it not the precise object which was marked out by 
| those who concurred in establishing the ordinance 
of 1787? But we are told that if that crisis arises, 
| it must be met by the South. The Senator from 
| South Carolina tells us he trusts, in the event that 
Congress should adopt any measure of this sort, 
that the South will meet the crisis as it ought. 
Well, sir, I must say that I concur in that hope. 
And how, Mr. President, ought such a crisis to be 
| met? Ought it to be metina spirit of disunion, 
| or ought it to be met in the spirit which governed 
| the deliberations of those who framed the Constitu- 
tion? Ought it to be met in the spirit of those 
who framed the ordinanee of 1787 ?—that spirit 
| which was then universal in this country—-the 
spirit which animated the breast of every gentle- 
| man who had a seat in the Congress of the Con- 
| federation at that time. 
' Mr. President, I trust, for one—and it is all that 
| T have to say on this subject—that whenever this 
| crisis arises it will be met in the spirit of the fa- 
| thers of the republic; and if it be so met, rely upon 
| it, Mr. President, there will be no cause for appre- 
| hension; but, on the contrary, the Union will be 
| cemented, and the example of this Union will be 
, made what the fathers of the republic designed it 


|| should be made, an example of freedom to the na- 


| tions of the earth. 

Mr. CLEMENS next addressed the Senate at 
length. The report of his remarks will be found 
| in the Appendix. 

Mr. HALE. I do not intend to oceupy the 
time of the Senate but briefly; but, as matters of a 

rivate character will require my absence from the 
Senate for a few days, | will say a few words in 
reference to some of the remarks made by the 
Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Cremens.| If he 
has done nothing else, he has at least, by his re- 
marks, convinced me of one fact, and that is, that 
‘“‘ concession never satisfies fanaticism.”” I wish 
every Senator from every free State would take up 
that remark asa text, and tell the timid, the doubt- 
ing, and the wavering, at the North, that conces- 
sion never satisfies fanaticism. | thank the Senator 
| for that. 1 hopethe North will find itout. ‘They 
| have felt it ever since the adoption of the Consti- 
/ tution; but they do not seem to have practically 
learned it, although they are beginning to do it. 
| There was another remark made by the Senator 

which struck me as somewhat peculiar; and I 
| must say it gratified me. There are many timid 
people at the North who have looked forward with 





|| excited nerves and trembling fears at the ‘wreck of 


| matter and the crush of worlds,” which they have 
believed would be the result of the dissolution of 


‘| this Union. I‘ think they will be exceedingly 


| quiet now, when they find out that it has already 
taken place, and they did not know it, (laughter,] 
| for the honorable Senator from Alabama telis us it 
| is already-dissolved. sy 
If it is not a matter too serious for a pleasant 
iNustration, let me give you one. Once in my life, 
in the capacity of a justice of the peace—for I held 
that office before I was a Senator, (laughter}—I 
was called on to officiate in uniting a couple in 
the’bonds of matrimony. They came up, and 
made short work of it.’ T asked the man if he 
would take the woman whom he held by the hand 
to be his wedded wife; he replied, “ to be sure I 
will; 1 came here to do tha: very thing.” 1 then 
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ut the question to the lady whether she would 


aye the man for her husband. And when she 
answered in the affirmative, | told them the 
were man and wife’then. She looked up wit 
apparent astonishment, and inquired, ‘‘1s that 
all?’’? * Yes,’’ said I, ‘that is all.” *‘* Well,’”’ 
said she, ‘it is not such a mighty affair as I ex- 

cted it to be, after all.” (Laughter.] If this 
Inion is already dissolved, it has produced less 
commotion in the act than I expected. 

The honorabie Senator says that he speaks for 


the whole South. I remember once hearing a || 


Senator say on this floor that there was not any- 
body here who had a right to speak for the whole 
South. It is a pretty large section of country, com- 
prising fifteen States, and he would not recognize 
the right of any one man to speak for fifteen States. 
Ido not claim the right to speak for the whole 
North, or any considerable part of it—only for a 
very small portion of it—but it lies a good ways 
north. 

And I want to say a word with regard to a re- 
mark which fell from the lips of the honorable 
Senator which I have often heard before, but have 
never taken the trouble to answer here; and | 
would not attempt to answer it now for any effect 
it might have at home, but sitting in silence here 
and oe this remark to pass unanswered 
and unnoticed, it may be supposed that there is 
some justice in it. 


The honorable Senator spoke of the mechanical | 


population, the operatives in the factories of the 
northern States, as slaves; and it is not a new re- 
mark here. Ihave heard it in private conversa- 
tions, and I have been very kindly told by indi- 
viduais who professed to have, and had no doubt 
a real and earnest desire to give me instruction on 


the subject, that our factory population would not | 


beara comparison, notonly in the amount of phys- 
ical and animal comfort they enjoyed, but in in- 
telligence and good breeding, with their southern 
slaves. I have had that information given me by 
gentlemen, members of this body, in private con- 
versation, and remarks of that character are sc 
frequently made that it certainly becomes me, liv- 
ing in one of the villages composed of this popula- 
tion thus denounced and vilified, to say a single 
word, not in vindication, but in illustration of the 
character and position of that much misunderstood 
and misrepresented class of our population. 

And, sir, my honorable colieague sitting on the 
other side of the Chamber, [Mr. Norazs,] lived in 
a vil thus constituted, and now resides in one 
of the largest and most flourishing villages in New 
England; and if | misrepresent their character for 
intelligence and integrity in any respect, | wish 
him to rise in his place and set the Senate right. 
The village in which I live has about a thousand 
female operatives employed in manufacturing es- 
tablishments. In that village there is, as in many 
other of those villages, banks for savings, and the 
amounts d ited there exceed $300,000; and I 
think I will be justified in saying that more than 
one-half of the whole sum is deposited by these 
very “.slaves’’ as they are.called. And who ore 
they? They are, in a great measure, composed of 
the daughters of persons living remote from the 
places where the iecaaes are located; and when 
poverty or disease, or death or misfortune, in any 
shape, visits the homesteads of these families; 
when palsy seizes upon the frame of the aged pa- 
rente, or calamity in any form comes as a visita- 
tion from Providence, these young women, leaving 
their homes where they were born and nurtured, 
come down to these villages, and, by industry, 
economy, and prudence, generally succeed in ma- 
King quiet, and happy, and comfortable, the de- 
clining ~— of those parents they have left be- 
hind. 1 will do them the credit here to say, that I 
do nat believe, search the country through, from 
the Aroostook to our southern boundary, that you 
can find in any class of society, (1 do not care who 
they are, or how worthy, elevated, and cultivated 
they may be,) an equal number of females of purer 
moral deportment, higher intellectual cultivation, 
or who better understand all the duties belonging 
to private and social life and the domestic relations, 
than these same much-abused factory girls. The 
character of the male population is equally wean 
‘They are industrious, prudent, thriving, intelli 
gent, educated, and. moral. They are the pride 
and glory of New England. I would like to have 
any man (ido notcare who he is, chivalric, bold, 
and intellectual as he may be) go into one of these 


| 
| 
} 


| 


} 


' 








factory villages and tell that population they are 
slaves. Iam willing to compare this population 
with the population of the South, leaving the slaves 
out of the comparison altogether, and taking the 
masters; and then see on which side of the scale 
the intellect, the intelligence, and all the virtues 
| which adorn the human character, will be found. 
Sir, if it would not be found on the side of these 
factory operatives, you would have to produce a 
| higher standard than has fallen under my observa- 
tion anywhere, North or South. 

I do not say this to court popularity, for [ think, 
| if I have not proved anything else, | have proved 
that I am not a great worshipper of that. 

I take occasion to say, that Ido not knowa 


j 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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population anywhere, North or South, against 


| whom charges of this character might not be 
| brought with equal justice as against the manufac- 
| turing population of New England. There never 
| was a people more misunderstood than they who 
| have been compared by the honorable Senator to 
| the slaves in those States where that institution is 


|| tolerated. I have said enough of them, sir. With 


| one other remark I leave the subject. 

The honorable Senator from Alabama says we 
| have clubs and societies in the North which issue 
pamphlets and send out lecturers to preach murder 
| to the slaves, and to instigate them to violate the 
| wives and daughters of the slaveholders. Sir, I 
have been somewhat conversant with the move- 
ments of the anti-slavery society of the northern 
part of the country. If ever the first letter of that 
| character has been printed in any northern State, 
| I must say that it has escaped my observation. I 
_do not stand here as the advocate of many of these 


|| organizations; I do not belong to them; but I do 


not say this to avoid responsibility, but speak of 
itas a matter of fact. I have never known a sin- 
gle society, large or small, male or female, com- 
posed of men, women, or children, who have not 
utterly disclaimed everything of that kind, and 
| that have not put forth a solemn warning to every- 
body that bad anything to do with them, that 


~— should not preach insurrection to the slaves, 
} 


| On'the other band, they have invariably been in- 
structed to teach them to refrain from evecything 
like violence, and that it is their duty to bow with 
meekness and submission to a power which they 
cannot resist, and to put forth all their energies 
and efforts in sending up from their degradation 
and misery their supplications to Him who has 
avowed himself to be the God of the oppressed. 

I have never seen such a publication as that— 
never. I have never heard such a sentiment 
advanced in any public assembly, or such a prayer 
offered up from any pulpit; but, on the contrary, 
a different course of conduct is universally incul- 
cated, so far as | have any knowledge of the mat- 
ter; and if there be such associations as the Sena- 
tor has spoken of, | know nothing of them. He 
has a much more intimate knowledge of what is 
going on in the northern States, if he is advised 
that what he speaks of is true, than I have. Hav- 
ing said thus much, I will leave the subject. 

I do not propose again to go into the question of 
the dissolution of the Union, but I do join in the 
wish and hape expressed by the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. Cnase] that gentlemen will come out and let 
us know what they want. And having told us 
that concession will not satisfy fanaticism, I trust 
that no more concession will be asked for. Let us 
understand what we want, and then if we cannot 
agree to unite, let us agree to differ. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had no idea of taking any 
part in this debate, except so far as to suggest the 
propriety of printing the resolutions, intending to 
take another occasion to discuss the topics which 
have been brought under discussion in this unex- 
pected debate. But, sir, the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, the other day, indulged in a very wide 
range of debate, so far as regards one of the sub- 
jects which he thought proper to bring within the 
scope of his remarks, Fe discussed all the doc- 
trines connected with the organization of territo- 
rial government, and uttered many sentiments 
well calculated to arrest attention—such as seemed 
to provoke a reply, 

he gentleman from Ohio, this morning, in a 
somewhat prepared effort, | think, has come for- 
ward, and has avowed doctrines which in their 
tendency and operation cannot be disguised; and, 
sir, while he has admonished. us ‘to cultivate har- 
mony, and, while he and. othets have given us 
homilies on the value of this Union, he has avowed 
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sentiments, and, not only on this occas 
others, has inculcated doctrines, whic 
broadcast the seeds of discord—such 
ous and arrogant distinctions between differen: 


ion but 
h will sow 
&8 make oj. 


sections of thisConfederacy. His doctri 

seem to aim at the Dulienehtecmincs a ae con 
ern section of the Union, both through the cae 
of the Federal Legislature and under the or ae . 
zation of parties. It is not mere sentiment a e 
scheme that he insists on to carry out his plans f 
operation. He presumes on an increasing nah 
ity in the North and a minority in the South af 
shall show by his expressed sentiments, I can. 
not therefore allow him to preach decent moder, 
tion, when I know he has, with otMers, ultimate 
designs—designs which I will not allow him to 
disguise, under the forms and professions of mod. 
eration. 

He avows openly that he will submit to no com. 
promise, and will assimilate to no party that will 
not recognize as a basis the free-soil principles: jn 
other words, to form a party to be known as free 
democracy—a party that puts under the ban slave. 
holders as tainted partners in the association, Ee 
speaks of the South as having held the offices of 
the Confederacy, and he avows doctrines that wi 
hereafter, by way of retaliation, disfranchise ther 
in the future unless they shall come to terms to ie 
prescribed on the basis which he has taken fo, 
party organization. I have now a letter before 
me, which I shall have occasion to refer to, by 
way of verifying all that I have’ said; a letter i 
which he openly avows his reliance on the minor- 
ity of southern interests, and, according to my 
view, on southern defection; what he calls deser- 
tion, | would call treason. His self-sustaining nu. 
merical strength I suspect is at the botiom of his 
sublime political morality. He aims at certainty 
on the disposition of submission by the South to 
the doctrines which he has avowed. Confidence 
has been inspired by the desire of the South to pre- 
serve the Union, and its past history somewhat 
sanctions the assumption. Summed up ina few 
words, he calculates upon the unconditional sub- 
mission of one section in submitting to the organi- 
zation of parties to be made exclusively by another 
section; with kind and gentle allowances, however, 
for desertion from the southern ranks for the sake 
of the prizes of office. But, sir, for fear I might 
do the honorable gentleman injustice, I will, before 
I sit down, read extracts from a letter, which scems 
to have been prepared by him with the care of one 
avowing a solemn creed. It is a creed that soars 
to the heavens in its doctrines, but looks to the 
earth for its rewards. Philanthropy prescribes the 
latitude of its boundaries, whilst selfishness con- 
tracts the scope of its operation; a philanthropy 
whose center is everywhere, and whose circum- 
ference is nowhere, but whose practice is to be 
found in the sordid appropriation of office and 
property. 

But allow me to say that I am naturalist enough 
to know that it is not the purest bird that flies the 
highest. It is said of the condor that it alights in 
the atmosphere of the snow-capped Andes, and 
yet is it not true that it isa bird that lives upon the 
corruption of the earth? These gentlemen, who 
are so sublime in their morality, when they de- 
scend from the elevation which their theory aspires 
to, to the practical application of their doctrines, 
are ready to deprive us of the soil that has been won 
by the common blood and common treasure of the 
country—are ready to appropriate to the nselves 
the offices and their emoluments, under the organi- 
zation of parties, and under the Constitution of the 
United States, things which ought to be left open 
to all. Even Federal eligibility to office has been 
assailed, if itshould be claimed by a southern man. 

Sir, they go further, and tell you in so many 
words, that acquiescence in their propositions will 
not satisfy them; for that was the true import of 
the langage of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
He says, concessions that have taken place, 
swell the spirit of fanaticism; that it has an ideal 
excellence which will not compromise with any- 
thieg but the ony, of a unlimited moreliy. 

ey are to attain this point rogressive ageres- 
doves to hold aie ate defend their rights as 
responsible for the-Union. Those who have done 


the wrong have no right to assign the position of 


the parties to the issue. e South has never as- 
sailed the Union; they have cherished it and made 
all the compromises to eit; and [say now, 
the northern gentlemen hold the scissors of it# 
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fate in their own hands. ‘They can close therm on | 
the cords of this Union by going on in their reck- 
jess aggression, or stay their hand and do justice. 
They are the moving parties, and in J upiter Stator 
they may find a deity worthy of worship; but if | 
they go_ On, they may presume too much on she 
arts of Mercury. The course which has been ad- 
vertised is a rebuking commentary on southern 
acquiescence In wrongful aggression. Those who 
have been guilty of the wrong shall not hold me | 
liable for the consequences, nor shall they assign | 
me a position to the issues which they have made. 
if they have brought the Union in jeopardy, they | 
chall not throw the odium of disunionists on the | 
defending and innocent party. Politicians have | 
olayed with this subject as an element of political 
same, and that game shall have the true parties | 
o it. 

| say it now, and with perfect sincerity and can- 
dor, that the aoe of the State which I represent, | 
and the people of the southern States in gerieral, | 
have never taken measures thus far with the view 
or wish that they should result in disunion. I go 
further, and say that their acquiescence in com- 
promise is a refutation of the charges that have | 
been made against them. What compromise that 
did not require a sacrifice of right and honor has 
not been acceded to on the part of the South? | 
What compromise that she entered into has she | 
violated? ‘These are questions that may be obvia- 
ted by evasion or denunciation of a self-sustaining 
majority, but honesty will only answer them be- 
fore the tribunal of history. The past cannot be | 
changed, and it will go to show that the South has | 
made sacrifices to form the Union, and have sub- | 
mitted lo unequal compromises to preserve it. The | 
North has presumed on that love of union to sanc- 
tion their progressive and arrogant pretensions. 
No, sir, the history of the Confederacy, and espe- | 
cially the history of this question, will show a de- | 
gree of submission to compromise that astonishes 
me in the review of it. I shall not go further than 
to speak of the history of this question with my | 
connection with it, the true element which has 
formed the basis of their course. Will the gentle- | 
man inform me what measure of compromise has | 
ever been proposed to us, if it were an honorable 
and just compromise, that has been rejected by us? | 
When it, was proposed to extend the Missouri 
compromise to the Pacific, by whom was that 
tee and even scornfully rejected by the other. 
twas refused, even with the wantonness of rejec- 
tion. It was refused on the assumption that'some | 
of our own ‘men would join in the repudiation. | 
By implication that compromise has been supposed | 
to give to the South, in all territories south of 36° | 
30° entire control. Whilst it in terms excluded 


! 


| 
| 





proposition made? It was made by one side, and 


that it should exist, if the people thought proper, 
south of that line. Experience has shown that 
the temptation to disregard it depended on the 
power of doing so, on a minority made so by its | 
operation. It has served the office of taking power 
from the South and placing it in the hands of those 
who have not aaa and justice to observe 
its obligations. It has been but a dam of sand 
that has given way to the tide of insolent power. 
When the questions growing out of a proposition 
to give ee to our Mexican acquisitions 
assumed a critical aspect, an honorable effort, with- 
out regard to sections, was made to settle them 
forever, and to take them out of the arena of polit- 
ical gamesters. That effort resulted in the Clayton 
bill. It was framed to save the honor of the South. 
Many thought her rights were not secure under it. 
will not state its terms. [t proposed an honor- 
able compromise, without improper concession. 
What has been its fate? The South generally ac- 
quiesced in it; and, [ solemnly believe, for the sake 
of the Union, Does thisJook like a desire or design 
to dissolve this Confederacy? No, sir, it was any- 
thing else. It wasa cearihes to the very name of 
the Union. It has provoked a confidence that may 
be fatal. I fearit has given rise to a delusion, that 
there are no limits to which the North may not go. 
Another bill was brought in by the Nociorit 
Senator from Wisconsin, well guarded in its 
wstons, in relation to New Mexico and California, 
Proposing merely to put it in the power of the 
courts, by writs of habeas corpus, to test the legality 
of the title by which slaves are held. It was as- 
sumed on that occasion that it conceded too much 
'o the South, and gave them the advantage in the 





| show the wantonness of non-slaveholding arro- 





i tion. We have acceded to all that would preserve 


| mere speaking, | would much rather address the 
slavery north of that line, it recognized the right || 





issue. Was not that goi 


far in the spirit of 
compromise ? 


Could anything more strangely 


|gance? That was set aside, and a clause with a 
| snare under it was insisted on by northern gentle- 
| men as giving.all that would settle the question; in 
| other words, a clause to cover the Wilmot proviso. 
| Sir, the compromises have all been one way—into 
| the lion’s den—nuila vestigia retrorsum. But I shall 
| go further and say, we have violated none of the 
compromises into which we have entered, whilst 
we have rejected none that have been offered to us 
on honorable terms. 

Is this not a proposition full of meaning? It 
| may be that the cup of conciliation is exhausted. 
| [shall say nothing of that. [ will not utter men- 
| ace, nor will I indicate the end of this fearful ques- 


| our honor in every compromise that has been 
| proposed. Indeed, we have evinced a desire to 
et this question pass by, on a point of honor, and 
yet gentlemen come out and accuse those who have 
maintained those compromises, and manifested a 
desire to defend their rights, of a design to sever 
the Union. Oh yes, we are the people, they say, 
who have shown a disposition to sever the differ- 
| ent portions of this Union! It is the wolf taking 
| offence at the lamb, because he contradicted him in 
| saying he had not muddied the water in drinking 
| below him. 
| The South, at the time of the formation of this 
| Confederacy, made sacrifives, and deprived herself 
of the sceptre. She parted with the sceptre when 
she consented to the formation of this Union, 
when she gave up to the North the power of regu- 
lating commerce by a mere majority. But I shall 
go no further into the history of this matter at 
present. I shall check myself, so far as the tend- 
ency of this argument is concerned; but I have 
much to say on it, and | go back to the honorable 
Senator from Ohio. ‘The gentleman from Ohio is 
a Senator; he represents, in part, one of the largest 
States in the Confederacy, and, sir, his opinions 
are to be respected. I am satisfied that he, like 
many others, acts under the pressure of an ex parte 
constituency. ‘They are exponents of those who 
| have never looked except upon one side of this 
| question. Many who come here are committed 
| exponents of irresponsible masses. They are 
facile and publican politicians, who féel themselves 
bound to the law of obedience. They act in a 
channel that popular prejudice and irresponsible 
persons have made for them, and yet they talk of 
slavery. ia get their places here by slavish 
submission. ‘They violate the Constitution before 
they come here, by vows on an unconstitutional 
altar. As for any effect that might be produced by 


people than their representatives. The people have 
| no temptation to do what is wrong. They might 
| be affected by a dispassionate appeal to their judg- 
ments. At least they could be approached as a 
tribunal that could review its judgment. They 
could have no interest to maintain an adversary 
position, where from feeling and duty they might 
wish to become friends. Politicians will play with 
| topies as a part of a game, which the people would 
shrink from with herror could they see the conse- 
quences. J think it may be safely said that those 
who yield most to transient popular prejudice, and 
indulge in habitual expressions of love to the peo- 
ple, would betray them soonest if there were an 
adequate temptation. An accommodating spirit is 
generally associated with a facility in morality. 

There are occasions on which I might expect 
statesmen and patriots to elevate themselves above 
those irresponsible influences; but the day has 
passed, I am afraid, when such men are to be 
found. And in making this statement I will not 
tear away one leaf from the history of the North. 
I will not deprive the North of an iota of credit 
that is her due. The past is secure, and I speak 
of it only in an historical point of view; but I will 
not sit here and hear doctrines expressed which 
in their consequences must degrade a portion of 
the Confederacy, and deprive posterity of the 
rights which we have ourselves inherited. 

f will ask the Secretary to read a letter of the 
Senator from Ohio, because, as I have attributed 
to it an influence, the letter itself will furnish the 
evidence upon which [ have based if. 

The Secretary read as follows 
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| intervention platform is, for the ald 
| the question. 


| such as, that the national democratic party is disselved. 
| would prefer to say, that the national democratic party te tn 





— 


of a disposition on the part of influential gentlemen to in- 
terpose difficulties in the way of cordial union between the 
old line democracy and the democracy, by insisting on 
conditions to which the latter cannot without the 
pce en, of principles which they Hold far dearer than pagty 
success. 

The free democracy, hoiding in common with the old line 
democracy the cardinal and essevtial doctrines of the demo- 
cratic faith, believe that the time has come for the applica- 
tion of those doctrines to subject of slavery, as well as 
to the subjects of currency and trade. They believe that 
slavery is the worst form of despotism. ‘The ownership of 
one man by another is the most absolute subjection known 
to human experience. No Democrat, who has any real 
living faith in the great cardinal doctrine of democracy, that 
all men have equal rights by nature, and that the only legit- 
imate object of government is to maintain and secure these 
rights, can doubt that slaveholding is grossly inconsistent 
with democratic principles, 

It is not necessary to advert to the circumstances which, 
for many years, prevented either of the greut parties of the 
country from taking any ground against slavery. [t is 
enough that circumstances are now changed. The acqui- 
sition of Mexican territories has presented the question of 
slavery in new aspetts. Heretofore the slave power was 
content with retaining slave territory as siave territory ; now 
it seeks to subject free territory to the blight of elavery. 
This enormons pretension has led toa more general exam- 
ination of the constitutional relations of the National Gov- 
ernment to the slave system; and that examination has 
fastened the conviction on the minds of thousands and 
hundreds of thousands, that the government of the Union is 
bound to prohibit slavery in the territories, and to exert all 
its legitimate and constitutional powers to limit, localize, 
and discourage it, and especially to prohibit its existence in 
all places within the sphere of its exclusive jusrisdiction. 

This is the conviction of free democracy. They have 
announced it over and over again, and are pledged to govern 
their political action by it. This pledge they will undoubt- 
edly redeem. 

Now, what is to hinder the reeeption of this faith by the 
old-line democracy? What shall prevent their bold and 
frank avowal of it?) What should interfere with manly and 
straightforward action in consistency with it? 

I can see but one.thing—the alliance, so called, with the 
slaveholders themselves—the fear of losing their political 
support and influence in a Presidential election. 

Now, it is very certain that no consideration of mere potit- 
ical expediency ought toinduce the democracy to refrain 
from carrying out its own principles; and it seems to me 
equally certain that political expediency and duty at this 
time coincide. 

For, what will be the cost to the democracy of the alliance 
of the slaveholders in a Presidential campaign ? 

To determine this question, it must first be seen what the 
slaveholders demand as the price of their alliance. This 
demand is easily stated. 

It is non-intervention upon the subject of slavery. ‘That 
is, northern men may think and act at home as they choose, 
and southern men likewise; but when northern men and 


| southern men meet at Washington, either in executive or 


legislative capacities, they must not take any action against 
slavery, but leave the slaveholders at liberty to introduce 
slaveholding wherever they can. 

This, if ( understand it, is the ground of the Washington 
Union, which has been approved by a number of Demo- 
cratic prints in the free States, and universally, U believe, as 
well it might be, in the slave States. 

Now, it is my deliberate opinion that it is utterly imprac- 
ticable to unite the democracy on this platform in the free 
States. 

The free democracy can never accede to it; and main- 


| taining, as they do, the cardinal doctrines of democra¢y, and 
| oceupying, as they will, a bold and independent position on 


the slavery question and every other, the people whe love 
boldness and independence will rally around them tn such 
numbers that it will be utterly impossible for compromising 


| democracy to carry a respectable number of the free States, 


and they must, as heretofore, divide the free States with 
compromising Whiggism. Success, therefore, on the non- 
democracy, quite out of 


The free democracy believe in non-intervention, such as 
the Constitution requires; non-intervention by Congress with 
the legislation of the States on the subject of slavery. But 


| neither the history of the country, nor the Constitution of 
| the country, warrants non-intervention by Congress with 


slavery in territories and elsewltere, without the limits of 
any State, but within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Ng- 
tional Government. Slavery in such territory or places can- 
not, under @ strict construction of the Constitution, exist at 
all. Slavery in such territory or places ought at least to be 
prohibited by Congress. 

I have regretted to see certain expressions attributed to 
John Van Buren, calculated to revive unpleasant a. 


process of regeneration—in progress, obeying that law of 
progress which all its doctrines recognize, from the old plut- 
form of non-intervention to the Jeffersonian platform of sfa- 
very restriction and discouragement. [tsecms to me that 
the party in the free States ought at once to advance to the 
Jeffersonian ground, and there unite in indissoluble phalanx 
with their brethren of the free democracy. _ Let the party 
in the slave States advance to the same ground. Perhaps, 
in advancing, some may desert and go over to the Conserv- 
atives. Possibly in the slave States, the party must gu into 
a temporary minority. Let it beso. The compensation 
will be found in the concentration, unanimity, the invinei- 


| bility of the united demoeracy in the free States. ‘Prinai- 


plant in the free States, and strong, by the sirength of their 
principles, even in the slave States, the demoerney can elect 
its national candidates, under such circumstances, in despite 
of all opposition. 

Such are my views. I feel a strong confidence that time 
will prove their correctness. Tam a democrat, untesery- 
edly, and I feel earnestly solicitous for the sucvess of the 
democratic organization and the triumph of its principles. 
The doctrines of the democracy, on the subjects of trade, 
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currency, and special privileges, command the entire assent 
of m 
eine in reference to these subjects, shrink from their 
& application to slavery. I should feel guilty of shameful 
dereliction of duty if I did. You know what multitudes 
now sympathize with me, and how truly. It is this very 
fidelity to democratic principles whieh makes it impossible 
for them to compromise with slavery. What a melancholy 
spectacie it would be to see the democratic party embracing 
defeat by such a compromise, and thus making it necessary 
for hundreds of thousands of the truest Democrats in the 


principle ! 

The counsels of the Washington Union tend to this, and 
in. my judgment cannot be safely followed. [ shall be very 
giad to hear from you on this subject, and meanwhile re- 
main, truly, your friend, 8. P. CHASE. 


J. G. Breswin, Esq. | 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, sir, who are in favor of | 
union and who of disunion, according to the sen- | 
timents there expressed. The gentleman says it | 
makes a sectional party in the programme of his | 
party organization. The basis of his party is to 
proscribe the South, or to presume on desertion 
and treason. 
whole sage superstructure of party organization. 
This is the emanation of the new-light politicians, | 
who would throw into the shade of their contrast 
the statesmen who have preceded them. Those || 
who go over to them are of the true faith, whilst 
those who adhere to their ancient privileges and | 
constitutional positions are called deserters. Sir, || 
the southern man who goes over on this question | 
will be regarded as a traitorous criminal, who has | 
given up his constituents for lucre. The South has || 
its peculiar institution, and it is the duty of her 
representatives to defend it to the last extremity— || 
it is the defence of our firesides. If I were to ap- || 
ply a meaning to the language used by the gentle- 
men, it would be very different from that which 
he has given. Oh, yes, these gentlemen who are || 
for taking care of our slaves; who express so much 


sympathy for them, who are for universal eman- || sion. 


cipation, and who cannot listen to any preposition || 
which falls short of what they in their visionary || 
conceptions suppose will eventuate in the freedom | 
of the whole human race, when applied to on the 


part of emancipated slaves, deny them soil upon 


land tn choose between adhesion to party and adhesion to || their wondrous philanthropy they give them pro- 


| 


ment. Bat I cannot, while boldly asserting their | 
' gentleman has asserted. They reached Ohio only || word, and written from the worst of mo 


Mr. BUTLER. I thank my friend. for this | found, with an aim that cannot be mistaken. 


statement; it is a consuming refutation of what the 


| under the garb of being servants; they claimed 
| their civil rights by appearing to be slaves to those 


| 


j 
| 


} 
| 
| 
} 


| we not be permitted to do so? 


| free people of color to Ohio; and they were better | 
off under a tolerated existence in South Carolina, /| 
where their rights would not have been invaded || 
by vulgar ribaldry, than in a situation in which | 
| they feel all the effects of exelusion—where free- || 


who denounce slavery, &c. I believe that the 
only way to be received favorably in Ohio is fora 


| man to represent himself as a runaway slave. In 


tection if they represent themselves as ranaway 
Slaves. But the gentleman from Virginia has 
given you the true history of this matter, and I do | 
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are incendiary publications in every sense of the 


= . lives 
There is a gentleman (Mr. Babbit) who : 
to South Carolina, at there was 2a Fat ne Bone 
session large quantities of pamphlets and othe 
documents, which were calculated to produce : 
revolution in the South. He stated that he did 
not design their dissemination, but there they are 
in the post office, like a torch near a powder mag. 
azine, at this day. 


Mr. HALE. Were they addressed to whites 


not stand corrected by any explanation that the |! or blacks? 


But I was about to allude to the views of gen- 


. ° | 
gentleman from Ohio has given. 
| 


tlemen in regard to California, and I shall have } 
I have no || 


occasion to speak of that hereafter. 


doubt they suppose that slaveholders are to be pro- || 


hibited from carrying their property there, and | 


| 
| perhaps that blacks will be excluded altogether. | 
| will put the question to those who propose this || 
Its minority is the predicate of his || 
| from New Hampshire, and I believe he is at least 
| candid, I will do him the justice to say this—if || 
| the South send ten thousand slaves to-morrow to | 


sublime doctrine—I will put it to the gentleman | 


a free State, with a view to make them free, shall | 
Ido not believe 
the gentleman can answer the question. 
not, sir, a non-slaveholding State in the Union 
that would receive our slaves if we chose to send 
them there. ; 

I myself have had an agency in sending some 





dom is talked of and where privilege is denied— | 
where philanthropy in profession covers oppres- | 


Mr. BUTLER. They were addressed, | sup. 
pose, to some of your whites—whites who think 
like yourself. That is the best answer I cap 
make, 

Mr. HALE. Then there are some persons of 
my way of thinking at the South. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, there are some who traye| 
from your part of the country, and who, having 


been fostered by our hospitality, have basely taken 


|| advantage of us, and committed treason agains, 


our institutions, It is certain that these papers are 
sent there with a view to be used. I do not know 
whether Babbit is guilty or not. I shall make no 


| 
charge. 
There is | 


The gentleman has declared that he is not aware 
that any persons are associated for the purpose of 
sending these documents. Indeed, I am happy to 


| hear that he does not; but such documents are to 


| be found, and [ am sorry to believe that some of 


Itis the interference of these pseudo-philanthro- ] 


pists which has prevented the masters and mis- || 


tresses of slaves from setting them free. 


| 


these documents have been actually written b 
some of those persons who have removed from the 
South to Ohio. That they do write such docu- 
ments under the sanction of an association, I have 


| no hesitation in saying. The purpose and purport 
|| of the whole thing is, these men travel about under 


the ostensible calling of selling drugs, that these 


‘| mischievous documents shall be disseminated; and 


I am sure the gentleman must regard them as mis- 
chievous, if he believes what he says, for he says 


We -can- || that he is opposed to interference; and yet, sir, 
not do it now, sir, for we cannot send them into || there is interference continually. 

| those States where the institution does not exist. | 

which to rest the soles of their feet. They preach | Nor can we, according to the doctrine of these gen- 


I had no idea of taking up the time of the Sen- 


ate; but when I saw the gentleman from Ohio rise 


to the slave his right of rebellion against his mas- | tlemen, send them to California or New Mexico. || here in his place and preach harmony, and under 
ter. So long as he can hold out to him the means | Why, sir, if they were to go into any free State, || the garb of moderation to cloak his real feelings, | 
of running away, they are ready and willing to | do you suppose they would be tolerated? What || could not refrain from making an exposure of his 
countenance him; but when they become free, we | is to become of these people in favor of whom || true attitude to the issues,involved in the discus- 
find on the part of those gentlemen a hostility || there have been such sublime sermons preached, || sion. 


equal to the love they professed. 


When John Randolph, a distinguished citizen | licitade? ‘Those gentlemen have taken the blacks 


of Virginia—that State which gave to the gentle- | under their especial care. 


man’s State its existence, with that ordinance || 
which has been said to have been dictated by the || 
very spirit of freedom, whilst in consequence it || 
has been pregnant with mischief—Mr. Randolph || 
gave freedom to his slaves, imagining that they || 
would easily find a place of refuge in territory || 
made free by Virginia. And what was the fact? | 


They wére driven out of Ohio at the point of the || 


bayonet. But, sir, if they had gone into the State 


as fugitives from their master, in violation of the | 


master’s rights, they would readily have found a ,| 
| the post office arrangements in sendin 
| my State, that they may be disseminated and read 


home. 
Mr. CHASE. Will the gentleman allow me || 
to correct him as to a matter of fact? The eman- 
cipated slaves of Mr. Randolph are, at this day, 
living in Ohio. Ohio desires a homogeneous pop- || 
ulation, and does not desire a population of varied | 
character, But she drives no person from her ter- 
ritory at the point of the bayonet or otherwise. 
Mr. BUTLER. When the emancipated slaves 
of Mr. Randolph first entered Ohio they were not || 
permitted to remain. There has been some alter- | 
ation made since, I believe, in the laws of Ohio. | 
Whéther they are now in that State I cannot say. | 
Iam merely stating-an historical fact that they 
were not allowed to remain upon first entering the 
State. The gentleman cannot change the state of | 
the case by bis assertion, and he need not attempt | 
to distort the facts, because I know the history to | 
be as I have stated. Yes, sir, they have proposed | 
and voted for 
Mr. HUNTER. Will my friend allow me to 
set him right in regard to this matter? I under- 
stand that the executor of Mr. Randolph's estate 
paid nine thousand dollars for a farm for these 
emancipated blacks in Ohio, and when they went 











to take ion they were driven off by men 
armed with gans and pistols, and never permitted 
to settle upon the land that had thus been pur- 
chased for them. 


| them, and with a view to seduce them from their 


| 
Banefu! influences are 
exerted over them to make them dissatisfied with | 
the condition in which they are placed, whilst 
there is no substantial mode pointed out to better 
their condition. The slave, under such influences, 
is made a rebel against his master, only that he | 
ra become an outeast and a pauper in the midst 
of his professed friends, but in fact real enemies. 
Incendiary publications are disseminated among 


fidelity. Why, the very speeches which gentle- 
men make on this floor, pe for in part under 
them to 


by or to the blacks; those speeches by which they 
are to be rendered dissatisfied with their condition. 
I have no right to quote from the speech of an 
honorable gentleman, who declared to me once 


| that you cannot better the condition of the slaves 
|| as a mass, if the relation of master and slave could 


be dissolved to-morrow. You cannot give them 
the rights of freemen. The free States have re- 
fused it. I ‘speak of Pennsylvania particularly; I 
do not know how far the remark will apply to the 
other States. You give them but the name of 
freedom, but none of its fruits. The condition of 
the slave could not be bettered. But the gentle- 
man has denied that the free States are by clubs 
and associations making efforts to affect the condi- 
tion of the slave and his master. How do so 
many printed pamphlets find their way in the 
slave States? How have these incendiary publi- 
eations found their way into South Carolina? 
Bundles of them have been found in our post of- 
fices. One individual has been indicted, but I for- 
bear alluding to his case, as I would not control 
the administration of justice. 

Put, sir, in the case alluded to, there is reason 
to suppose that a combination has beeh formed to 
produce a revolution in South Carolina on the 
slave question. The pamphiets are now to be 


1] 


| of that Senator, 


,; whose condition is the subject of such sublime so- || 


| 
| 
| 


} 





I shall not say here what the South willdo. The 
honor and interests of these States will be safe now 
in their own keeping. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. President, | 
do not. know that I should have said anything 
upon this occasion but for the fact that the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Hare} has made 
several points, and announced them in connection 
with the fact that he is about to be absent from the 
Senate. His speech was quite in keeping, sir, 
with many of the acts I have witnessed on the part 
It was characteristic with him to 
make a speech upon this subject just before he 
was to leave the Senate, that he may avail himself 
of it, as I suppose, in the region he is about to visit, 
as food for agitation, and as evidence of his prow- 
ess upon the floor. On this occasion, he has taken 
as his theme the defence of the factory laborer— 
the intellectual cultivatioh and excellent morality 
of his constituents; and in order to produce con- 
viction, I thought it exceeding well, quite prudent, 
I will not say how necessary, that he should an- 
nounce that it was his colleague, and not himself, 
who dwelt among and was to be regarded as the 
representative of so praiseworthy a population, so 
high in the scale of humanity, so moral, so intelli- 
gent and proper in on thinen, I thought it well, 
sir, that it was his colleague whom the honorable 
Senator located in the midst of such superior sam- 
ples of humanity. 

Mr. HALE. Will the honorable Senator per- 
mit me to interrupt him? I stated that my col- 
league resided in one manufacturing village of the 
kind I have described, and that I reside myself in 
another of the same kind. ey 

Mr. DAVIS. I thought the Senator said it was 
his colleague who resided among these remarkable 

ple; but as he has now corrected the statement, 


can only wonder the more that, coming himself 


from the midst of a population so moral, so ac- 


complished, and instructed, therefore to be sup- 


posed so regardful of the rights of others, 8° 
Pee ibel al the Cacceiontion te thee ho, bos te 
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Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Oe he Gilmore, Gorman. Wold be = 


order, under the rules of the House, 














Breck, Br Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas 
B. Butler, a Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Camp- 
bell, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cole, Conger, Con- 
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mond, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howe, Hubbard, James L. 
Joinson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. 
King, John A. King, Marshall, Matteson; McKissock, Finis 
B. MeLean, Meac Morehead, Morwna, Neilson, 
Newell, Ogte, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Phonix, Pitman, 
Putnam, y Re Risley, Rockwell, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, 
Silvester, Residing, Sprague, Stanly, Ae Shenbone ad. 
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this House for the Thirty-first Congress. 

There was some applause, which was promptly 
checked by the Speaker. 

Mr. Campseiijwas then sworn. 

Mr. WOOD said, he was extremely gratified 
that the southern Democrats had shown their true 
aes and position in the result of the last bal- 
ot; that he felt relieved; and that a dissolution’of 
all political connection between the northern and 
southern Democracy ought to take place. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, desired to put a 
question tothe gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Woop.]} 

The SPEAKER put the question tothe House, 
whether unanimous consent should be given? 

Objections were made. 


: SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 
The SPEAKER said that the next business in 





Green, Hackett, Hail, Hamilton, Hammond, H L G- : F 
the table. wien || Harris, S. W. Harris, Ty L.. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Hol, election of a ere cee ¢. 
Mr. JONES, on his own motion,‘was excused | liday, Holmes, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Mr. CONRA moved that when the House ad = 
from further service as a teller, on account of a aor Keefeas, oe Etre, Taree, a a, wae, journs, it adjourn to: meet on Monday next z * 
she i i McClernan e ald, McDowell, McLanahan, Robert M. . ; 
= hearing. . + 4s McLane, MeMullen, McQueen, Mc Willie, Meade, Miller, Mr. CLI GMAN asked the — and nays, Cle 
r. Rosinsow was appointed in his stead. : Mr. CONRAD withdrew his motion. F 
Morris, Morse, Olds, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, . — = 
Mr. ASHMUN moved that there be a call of | Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Sav , Saw- The SPEAKER said nominations were Now in “ 
the House; on which motion he asked the yeas | = Seddon, fe cc Thanet Richard H. a] order for the office of Sergeant-at-arms. no! 
» whi ; || Stetson, Strong, Swectser, Thomas, Jacoh Thompson, Jas. ‘ sain 
and eye See bea and being taken, '| ‘Thompson, William ‘Thompson, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, yeak aon nominated Senter M. Giddings, i 
were-——yea » hays ‘ || Weliborn, Whittlesey, and Young. ot New York. ‘ « 
So a call of the House was refused. || for Mr. French—Messrs. Booth, W. J. Brown, Durkee, Mr. Breck nominated George C. Washington Old 
The tellers, Messrs. Evans of Ohio, Concer of || Harlan, Julian, Preston King, Leffler, McGaughey, Root, || of Maryland. exe I 
New York, Bow. of Missouri, and Rosinson of | 1 Saeed, tae amie mamaria ok Siac iieh Mihi Mr. Boxyp nominated Newton Lane, of Ken. thr 
Indiana, then resumed their seats at the Clerk’s || por Mr. Prindle—Messrs. Giddings and Hunter. * || tucky. 
; table as tellers to count the votes, | Na choice Mr. Netson nominated James B. Mower, of | 
F. The roll was then called the eighteenth time. || Mr HOLMES moved: that when. the House || New York. , ad 
The tellers reported that 213 votes had been given || jy.) Mr. CroweE.t ffominated Nathaniel W. Ada | 
by . : || adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. ms, 
pe in; necessary to a choice 107; of which || ‘Mr. CLINGMAN asked the yeas and nays, but of New"York. : | 
Fj Mr. Campbell received......-+++++++++ 96 || Vitharew the demand. : Mr. Preston Kine nominated Richard R. Di 
Mr. Forney ..++++++s+ereeeerseeseeee*s 93 || Nee HOLMES withdrew his motion Shekell, of the District of Columbia. 
: A : 4 “ : 
a MAE, PUARCR ccc comevccetecemetcoess 16 | Mr. HARLAN moved that the House adjourn. Mr. Tuappevs Stevens nominated James W, sh 
: ; Mr POO. seer cee eceeereeeereereeeese 3 The question was taken, and decided in the Moorhead, of Pennsylvania. the 
i Mr. Prindle cocceeecccencsosese BS || . . we Mr. Scnencx nominated Arthur W. Fletch th 
1 | negative, without a division. er, 
k Mr. Gouverneur ..... eeeeeeeeaee ee eeeee 1 i] So the House refused to adjourn of Massachusetts. 
913 | _ The roll was then called, for the twentieth time. | an noone ee es Jesse E. Dow, D 
: Tn fotlomine te the wots in dbtail: | The tellers reported that 221 votes had been given ’ Mr Chain 1a gtr we a Hi Walbri br 
} B ; || in; necessary to a choice 111; of which 1| er. VARTER nominate iram Walbridge, of 
, | For Mr. Campbell—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Mr; Campbell: received 112 | New York. 
Audrews, Ashrun, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, | Mr. F P Sine alleges “di 95 Mr. Wititams nominated John A. Rodgers, of ne 
i Htrooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. PRS PES he'd eHow wy opne weninn Netss 1! Pennsylvania Pa? 
Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandier, Clark, Me. French. ..csccccvccwscesovccces bh y S ea 
Clingmun, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Deberry, Dixon, || Mr, Foot....cccccccccececcececcevcee Q Mr. Vinton nominated James Morss, of New re 
Duer, Duncan, Alexander Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, | Mr. Prindle 1 York. 88 
ore? < ond ee = oe ] ; SO ial MY APR pec phat My Ys: Mr. CARTER, in making the nomination of 
fay, Haymond, Henry, Houston, Howe, Hanter, James L. —— . 
Johnson, Kerr, Daniel ’P. King, George G. King, James G, || 221 Mr. Walbridge, remarked that he had done so 
King, John A. King, Marshall, Matteson, McKissock, Finis || The following is the vote in detail: against the wishes and protest of that gentleman, 
1a E. McLean, Moore, Morehead, Morwa, Wetees, Newell, | For Thomas J. Campbell—Messrs. Alexander, Alston Notwithstanding which, he had determined to 
; eae dices on ae, en te || Anderson, Andrews, Ashman, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, nominate him and support him. 
eledseaemnann. ddltdabaents Sheppesd, Baiventee! Spalding, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, C. Butler, T. B. | Mr. WOOD said that he rose for the purpose 
Le > * . , , - j ’ ‘ ’ . . - - ’ 
Sprague, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, | ye sa oe conralkak Munuciaatteiioid aah cau of nominating another slaveholder as a candidate 
Taylor, Johu B, Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, Censnts Corwin,’ Crowell ineenns Dickey, Dixon, ae for Sergeant-at-arins; but upon casting his eye 
Fe a WO Bonen Moser nibertaon Avhee Averett, || Duncan, A. Evans, N. Evans, Ewing, Fowler, Freediey, || around he could not find one who did not either 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert || Gentry, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamp- || hold an office or who had not already been nomi- 
} G. Brown, Buel, Burt, George A. Caldwell, Cleveland, How- 1 eT eee fae oa “+ nated; and that he would be compelled to sit down 
HL of Govt, WY. KW. Cobb, Semialy: Deneck ienats Duets | G.G. King, J. G: King, J. A. King, Marshall, Matteson, Me. || without carrying out his original intention. 
4 Glare Gatoue, Orden Heke Hall, ee Han,” || Gaughey, McKissock, Finis E. McLean, McQueen, Meach- Mr. SWEETSER moved that the House ad- 
‘4 mond, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. ‘Harris, || 8%, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Orr, || journ. 
: Z , ¥ : > || Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Pheenix Pitman Patnam, Reed, Rey- . : 
it ‘Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland Holliday, Hubbard, || 100 Risser, Ratbanall, tens sRumenn, Meche Habtaek The motion was rejected. 
Inge, fae sna eS ; ni re sett on || Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, $ lding, The House then proceeded to vote viva voce for 
Mieatonnlay lasDenen, idLanaben,’ Robert’ M. MeLane, || Sprague, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, the election of Sergeant-at-armis; Messrs. Sackerr, ; 
McMullen, McQueen, MeWiillie, Meade, Miller, Morris, oar eens a ace eee Sienna fave Tompson of Kentucky, Parker, and Harris of ? 
Morse Olds, Orr, Parker, Peasiee, Peck, Phelps, Potters | there cat ihnietenands ite, ms, tet] in- Tennessee, acting as tellers. : hi 
Powel a Rican Senet eee teen a on For John W. Forney—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, The roll was then called the first time. The n 
Steton, Strong, Sweetser,'Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James || Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, || tellers reported that 214 votes had been given in; 7 
S > . , . 2 . . 
Thompson, William Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, || a "Guus. eee eels ae ead vt — necessary to a choice 108; of which i 
. v pe 9 Vagee ; > ; ; . 
Waneen ees eae ham. Booth, W. J. Brown | Cobb, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dun- Mr. Newton Lane received. .....+....+. +88 : 
J. Cable, Campbell, Carter, D ee Harlan, Julian, P. King, || "mm, Edmundson, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gil- Mr. S. M, Giddings ...........00 00005535 ’ 
- Cable, Campbell, Carter, Du peat 1. Wilmot E> | more, Gorman, Green, Hackett, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Mr. James Morss. .. 2... ccccecccccese ld 
et Root, Tuck, Whittlesey, Wilmot, Wil- Haralson, I. G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Mr. James W. Moorhead 16 f 
ae “ esa: : ‘ at iH. M || Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holliday, Holines, Inge, Andrew : N - I elds eet aa . 
For Me. peat See ie te aia Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sere, Mr. George C. Washington. ........--++-15 7 
aor me Exindie eh ae SNP Rete Leffier, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, Mc- Mr. James B. Mower..........00000000+ 9 ; 
nye tes eat te i} Donald, McDowell, McLanahan, Robert M. MeLane, Mc- Mir: Joase’ DOW 6 0 SS Cs 8 
No choice. | Mullen, Mc Willie, Meade, Miller, ot Morris, Morse, Mr. Richard R. Shekell x ‘ 
: ‘ : Olds, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Rich- 7 i Tee Seas tease ca 7 
tosh anne oslined to vote, having, he said, || | dson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Mr. James A. Rodgers..........+-++++++ 6 
paired off with an absent colleague. ‘ F. P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweet- Mr. Hiram Walbridge.............0006+ 9 ' 
_ The roll was again called—being the nineteenth || ser, Thomas, ane emg Nee Thompson, William Mr. Arthur W. Fletcher............--5- 3 ‘ 
time. The tellers reported that 218 votes had been || nodteune Walden, Waldo, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Woad, Mr. Nathaniel W. Adams............-+- 2 ( 
givenin; Hecessary to a choice 110; of which | For Mr. French—Messrs. Bingham, Booth, Durkee, Har- — , 
Mr. Campbell received. ...........+.-.+.103 lan, Julian, P. King, Root, Tuck, and Wilmot. 214 
Mr. Forney ...sseesesesssecevceseeeee 97 || For Mr. Poot. Mesars, Alien and H, Mann. The following is the vote in detail : 
BAG: POOR ia vs 0 s0ncdks incadidesedws 18 | For Mr. Prindle-Mr. Giddings: For Newton Lane—Mesers. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, ( 
Mr. Foot. ee Peer ee eee eee ere eeeeereeeeeeee 3 Messrs. ORR, WALLACE, CROWELL, and Rayer, nana oe a, 
° : - Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Bur A, 
Mr. Prindle See eee Ree Ree eee eee eee ee 2 | EWING, changed their votes before the result was Caldwell, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. Ww. Cobt. Colcock, 
—— || announced, remarking that they did so with a@ |! Daniel, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Feather- 
218 } view to put an end to this protracted controversy. || ston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, a 
The following is the vote in detail: i Other members also changed their votes. — a a Herie Hi Boden, Isham Saar 
For Thomas J. Campbell—Messre, Alexander, Alston, An- |, Mr. Campsetu having received a eetat h of all || Hubbard, Inge, R. W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sere, 
derson, Andrews, Asbmun, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Bowie, || the votes, was declared to be duly elected Clerk of Leffler, Li efield, Job Mann nd, Me- 


Mason, McClerna 
Donald, McDowell, R. M. McLane, McMullen, McQueen, 
McWiillie, Meade, Miller, Morse, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, 
Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson bbins, Robinson, 
Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Stetson, , Jacob on, James Thomp- 
son, William Thompson, Venable, Walden, Wallace, Well: 
born, Whittlesey, and Young. 

For Senter M. Giddi essrs. Alexander, Andrews, 
Ben Bokee, Briggs, Burrows, Cole, Corwin, Deberry, 
Dixon, Duer, diey, Goodenow, , Hatloway, Hay, 
Hebard, Henry, Hunter, Daniel, P. King, G. King, 
James G. King, J. A. Ki » McGaughey, Me- 
Kissock, Finis E. McLean, Otis, Putnam, Rose, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, School and ‘ 

Por Mr Messrs. rT. 
Conger, Duncan, N. Evans, Goti, Hilliard 

am, kwell vester,. Btanly, A. B. 


urman. Vinton, White, Newell, and 
wake, Meariat ear, 0 Bude, Cavin, on 
Joe Jobaten, Moore, Morehead, Ogle, Pitman, Reed, and 


T. Stevens. 
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For Mr. Wash Messrs. Ashmun, Bowie, Breck, E. 
¢, Cabell, Conrad, A. Evans, Grinnell, Houston, Kerr, Mor- 
pon, J. B. Thompson, Toombs, Wilson, Holmes, and Shep- 


perd Mr. Dow—Messrs, Bingham, Booth, Joseph Cable, 
quale Doty, A. Johuson, Peck, and Waldo. 

For Mr. Shekell—Messrs. Allen, Durkee, Giddings, Ju- 
jian, P. King Root, Wilmot, and Tuck. 

For Mr. Mower—Messts. Brooks, Clark, Owen, Rey- 
nolds, Risley, Rumsey, Taylor, Underhill, and Wilson. 

For Mr. Rodgers—Messrs. Alston, J. P. Caldwell, Mar- 
shall, Williams, Anderson, and Gentry. 

ror Mr. Walbridge—Messrs. Carter, Disney, Morris, 
and Wood. 


oo Mr. Fletcher—Messts. Fowler, Schenck, and Wia- 


For 
= Mr. Adams—Messrs. Crowell and Phosnix. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the House do now 
adjourn. ; 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. CABLE ‘now withdrew the name of Mr. 

ow. 

7 In doing so, Mr. C. said, it was proper he 
should remark that he had presented the name of 
that gentleman without consultation with him, and 
that the nomination did not meet his approval. 

Mr. ALLEN nominated Jacob Bigelow, of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CARTER withdrew the name of Mr. Wal- 
bridge. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, withdrew the 
nawe of Mr. Moorhead. 

The roll was called the second time. The tellers 
reported that 214 votes had been given in; neces- 
sary to a choice 108; of which 

Mr. Lane received ...0...ccccccccceess OO 

Me: GIGS. 63 oe eid et Chee Ee 

Mr. Washington.........ccceeeeeeeeee 18 

Mr. Morss Stee Ee 

Mr, Bigelow so 6o'0ccdws oc tccctpeccssibe 

Mr, ROOGORR << oecici vcct sie ecisigpecdts 

Mr. Walbridge ............ 

Mere Doe cesssexess 

Mr. Mower cevicrwe da dein ceca 

Mr. Fletcher ... Fe A 

Mr, ACGME a wicccis cei Cocice Sea di’ 

Wits BRR ESS as Bi Sos Seb dives cdewr 


eeeeeeeeees 


eeeeee 


me De OO 
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The following is the vote in detail: 


For Newton Lane—Messrs. Alberison, Averett, Bay, 
Bayly, Beale, Bocock, Bewdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. 
Brown, William. J. Brown, Buel, Burt, George. A. Cald- 
well, Howell Cobb, W. R. W, Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Dun- 
ham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Ger- 
ry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hackett, Hall, Hamilton, Ham- 
mond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, 8. W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holliday, Hubbard, 
Inge, Robert W, Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Lef- 
fler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, MeClernand, McDonald, 
MeDowell, Robert M, McLane, MeMulien, McQueen, Mc- 
Willie, Meade, Miller, Morse, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, 
Potter, Powell, Richardson, Rohbins, Robinson, Ross, Sav- 
age, Sawtelle, Seddon, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Stetson, Streng, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 
Thompson, William Thompson, Venable, Walden, Wallace, 
Wellborn, Whittlesey, Woodward, and Young. 

For Senter M. Giddings—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, 
Andrews, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Briggs, Burrows, Chester 
Butler, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Cling- 
man, Cole, Conrad, Corwin, Deberry, Dixon, Duer, Dun- 
cai, Fowler, Freedley, Goodenow, Gould, Halloway, Hamp- 
ton, Hay, Hebard, Howe, Hunter, Daniel P. King, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Matteson, Me- 
Ganghey, McKissock, Finis E. MeLean, Moore, Ogle, Otis, 
Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rock- 
well, Rose, Ramsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, 
Silvester, Spalding, Sprague, Alexander H. Stephens, Thad- 
deus, Stevens, Thurman, and White. , 

For Mr. Washington—Messrs. Ashmun, Bowie, Breck, 
E. C. Cabell, A. Evans, Grinnell, Heury, Holmes, Houston, 
J. |. Johnson, Kerr, Morehead, Stanly, J. B. Thompson, 
Toombs, Wilson, Morton, and Shepperd. 

For Mr. Morss—Messrs. Brooks, T. B. Butler, Clark, 
Conger, N. Evans, Gott, Hilliard, Horace Mann, Marshall, 
Meacham, Newell, Owen, Vinton, and Win 
_ For Mr. low—Messrs. Allen, Durkee, Giddings, Ju- 
lian, — ing, ees and Tuck. 

or Mr. Rodgers—Messrs. Alston, Dic Gentry, Hay- 
ued, Wi ied Wieec re ce ne 


For Mr. Dow— Booth, Carter, Cleveland, Andrew 
“a orc Peck. 
or Mr. idge—M i 
Moris, Olds, and’ Wood essrs. Bingham, Disney, Doty, 
or Mr. M — i 
Uneaten ower—Messrs. Nelson, Phenix, Taylor, and 


For Mr. Fletcher—M essrs. Campbell and Schenck. 
For Mr. Adams—Mr, Crowell: 


For Mr. Shekell—Mr. Root. 
No choice. : 


On motion of Mr. KAUFMAN, the Hoase 
then adjourned till to-morrow. 





NOTICES FOR LEAVE TO REPORT BILLS. 
By Mr, BOWIE: A bill giving'the assent of the United 
fo an_act of the General Assembly of Maryland, 
Passed at the December session, eighteen hundred and forty- 
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four, chapter two hundred and eighty-seven, relating to the 
ake and Ohio Canat Company. ; 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill “'To discourage speculation in 

the public lands, and to secure homes thereon to actual 

settlers and cultivators.’? 


Mr. CROWELL gave notice that on to-morrow or some | 


subsequent day of the session, he would ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred : 


By Mr. BRIGGS : The memorial of Sarah Ann Hart and 
others, for relief from claims on security of her husband, 
who was purser in the navy and was lost. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of the heirs of Joshua 
Eddy. Referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr.CROWELL: The petition of Amos Austin, praying 
for a pension for injuries received while in the service of the 


United States in the last war with Great Britain. Reterred tw 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING, of Massachusetts : The memorial of acom- 
mittee of the town of Chelsea, for the removal of the Marine 
Hospital to land owned by the United States in said Chelsea. 

Also, the petition of Jouathan Gardner, wounded iu the 
war of 1812, for the benefit of the privateer pension fund. 


Also, the petition of Charles Colburn, for the payment of | 
his wages for the term of bis enlistment on board the United || - 


States ship Ohio. 
By Mr. COLE: The petition of H. 8S. Dansmore and 


others, citizens of Wisconsin, asking for the establishment | 


of a mail route from Mineral Point, Iowa county, via Sin- 
deu, Wingville, &c., to Prairie du Chien, Crawford county 
Wisconsin. 
and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of the present and late registers and 


receivers of the Mineral Point Land Office, praying || 
an increase of compenvation to said officers for the location || 


of land warrants. Referred to the Committee on Public 
Land 

By 
thirty-two other citizens of Posey county, Indiana, pray- 


ing the passage of a law granting bounty land to the officers || 
and soldiers of the Indian wars and of the Jate war with 


Great Britain, and to the widows and children of such offi- 
cers and soldiers who have died. 

Also, the petition of Aaron Lewis and 153 others, citizens 
of Gibson county, Indiana, praying the passage of a law 
granting bounty land to the officers and soldiers of the In- 
dian wars, and of the late war with Great Britain, and to 
the widows and children of such officers and soldiers who 
have died. 

Also, the petition of Richard Weathers and 164 others, 
citizens of Crawford county, Indiana, praying the passage 
of a law granting bounty land to the officers and soldiers of 
the Indian wars, and of the late war with Great Britain, and 
to the widows and children of such officers and soldiers 
who have died. 


On the 7th instant the Speaker appointed Mr. 
Aruarp of Alabama, Mr. Cotcockx of South 
Carolina, and Mr. Fircu of Indiana, on the part 
of the House, as the Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 12, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order is 
the election of a Sergeant-at-arms. 
[Several vdices: ** Cal the roll.”’] 
‘The SPEAKER. The gentlemen appointed as 
tellers are requested to resume their seats. 


Mr. VINTON rose and said that he had yester- | 


day presented the name of Mr. Morss as a candi- 
date for the office of Sergeant-at-arms. He would 
now, With a view to more harmonious action, with- 
draw the name of that gentleman. 

So the name of Mr. Morss was withdrawn. 

The tellers, Messrs. Tuompson of Kentucky, 
Sackett, Parxer, and Harris of Tennessee, re- 
sumed their seats at the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved that there be 
a call of the House; and on that motion asked the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and being 
taken, were—yeas 62, nays 133. 

So a call of the House was refused. 


REPORT ON COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 


Mr. Mc WILLIE, from the Committee on Print- | 


asked leave to make two reports. 


i 
"he SPEAKER said that reports from the 


Committee on Printing were always in order. 
The first report was then re 


merce and on. 


The SPEAKER (to Mr. McWrus.) Does) 
eee desire that these reports should be 
u 


on at this time? 
Mr. WILLIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CONGER desired to inquire of the 


man ‘from Mississippi [Mr. MeWicere}] what 





Referred to the Commitiee on the Post Office | 


3. 
Mr. ALBERTSON: The petition of Stinson Cox and | 


» proposing to. 
print ten thousand copies extra of the report.from 
the Treasury Department of the statistics of com- 
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‘| would be the cost of these documents? He (Mr. 
|| ©.) believed that the law under which the com- 
|| muttee was appointed required that they should re- 
port the cost. 
Mr. McWILLIE said he would remark that, in 
the present state of the matter, it would be impossi- 
ble to say precisely what the cost of printing ten 
thousand extra copies would be. There would, 
however, be no charge for composition, The 
1 charge would simply be for paper and press-work, 
| as the type had already been set up for the print- 
1 ing of the usual number, independent of extra 
| copies. He supposed there would be no objection 
| on the score of expense. The document was a 
| Very important one, and it had heretofore been the 
practice Pag this extra number of copies. 
| Mr. FOWLER desired to know distinetly what 
| the report was. He had not been able to hear. 

The SPEAKER stated it was the report of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury on commerce and navi- 

gation. 
| Mr. FOWLER hoped (he said) that the report 
| would be adopted. 

Mr. CONGER said he should persist in his ob- 
|| jection to the adoption of the report until the com- 
|| mittee had reported the cost. 

The SPEAKER said that, under the rules of the 
| House, it was in order for the Committee on Print- 
| ing to report at any time. The subject-matter of 
| the report was a question to be determined by the 
House. 

Mr. CONGER said that during the whole time 
occupied by the House in the election of a Clerk, 
|| he (Mr. C.) had understood the Speaker to have 
ruled all such questions to be out of order. 

The SPEAKER said the Chair had ruled that 
|| all questions were out of order, except such as 
|| were expressly provided for by the rules—such, 
|| for example, as reports from the Committee on 
|| Printing. That committee might report at any 
|| time. There was a rule of the House expressly 
‘+ to that effect. 
| Mr. CONGER referred to the case of a report 
|| proposed (he suid) to be made the other day from 
'| the Committee on Engraving, when he had under- 
|| stood the Chair to decide that the report was not 
‘| in order, and that it could only be received by 
| unanimous consent. The gentleman from Missis- 
|| sippi [Mr. Tompson] objected, and the report 
| went over. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from New 
|| York (Mr. Concer] wes under a misapprehen- 
'| sion asto the facts of the case. The gentleman 
|| from Maryland (Mr. Hammonp] made a report 
|| from the Committee’ on Engraving. That com- 
|| mittee, like the Committee on Printing, was au- 
\| thorized by the rules to report at any time. When 
| objection was made to the consideration of the re- 
|| port, the gentleman from Maryland, who intro- 
| duced it, stated that he merely desired that the 
| report should be received and laid upon the table, 
|| with a view to being taken up and acted upon 
| hereafter. The report was received, notwithstand- 
| ing the objection which had been made. 

Mr. CONGER said he had but one word to add. 
|| The law under which this committee acted re- 
|| quired them, whenever they reported in favor of 
'| printing any document, to report also the cost 
of the printing. He protested against ordering 
the printing of this or of any document until 
the committee should comply with this provision 
of the law. He therefore moved that the fur- 
ther consideration of the report be postponed until 
Monday next. 

Mr. McWILLIE said he would state that there 
was @ general contract under which the printing 
of the House was executed, and until the type 
was set up, it was impossible to determine with 
|| precision what would be the cost of the work. 

The committee had ascertained it as nearly as, in 
the present state of the work, it was practicable. 
The document would constitute a volume of some 
250 or 300 pages; and if they deferred ordering 
|| extra copies until the ordinary number were print- 

ed and delivered, the House would be lened 
with the extra eee whereas, if the 
extra copies were now ordered, that cost would be 
|| saved, and there would be only the charge for the 
paper and press-work. He would state also that 
the peculiar i‘ind of composition required for this 
document was of the most sive character. 
|| He was very anxious that the House should not 
'| be with the: expense of com ion for 
| the extra copies, and the object would be effected 
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by now ordering them before the type was dis- | wanted to see the published documents of Con- 


|| gress put in positions where they could be referred 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, said it was || to in after times, and an end put to the public doc- 
true, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. || uments going into the grocery stores of Washing- 


Concern] observed, that the law required the Com- || ton to be used as mere wrapping paper, which, as 


mittee on Printing to report the cost, or the prob- | 
able cost, as well as the propriety of the printing. | 
As to the peepriety of-printing this document, he | 
supposed there was no doubt, as it had been cus- 

tomary for years past. He would, however, suggest 


day next, by which time the committee would be | 


able to report the probable cost, so as to satisfy | 


the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Concer,] | 
and the House. 


Mr. McWILLIE signified his willingness to 


|| as they thought proper—let them 
woul | stantial form and deposited in places where they | 
to the gentleman from Mississippi, that he consent || would be read in times to come. 


to defer the consideration of the repurt until Mon- | 


' 
| 
j 
| 


1} 


was well known to nearly all the old members, had 
been the practice in former years. How should 
this be accomplished? Let them ego as many 


The few docu- 


ments they bound and sent away should be placed | 


in State libraries, and in other public libraries and 


offices, where they could be consulted by the pub- | 


lic. He ventured to assert that, of the thirty or 
forty President’s messages and accompanying doc- 


|| uments which were annually sent out in sheets by 


yield to the suggestion, and to accomplish the ob- || éach member, not more than three were preserved 


ject, moved that the report be recommitted to the | 
Committee on Printing. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to amend || 


the motion to recommit, by adding instructions 


to the committee to inquire into the probable ad- || 


ditional expense of binding the document. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment by instructing the committee further to in- | 
quire into the propriety of reducing the proposed | 
number of extra copies. This document, he said, | 
was an exceedingly expensive one, consisting of | 
tables of figures, the composition of which was | 
of the most expensive character. 
ment, he supposed, of some value in the commer- | 


It was a docu- || [Mr. Brown,] he would propose to amend the || 


cial cities, but for the interior sections of the coun- | 


try it was, as far as he was informed, of very little | 
importance, He would have been very happy to 


have given the copies which he had received for |! 


the last four years to any gentleman who would | 


have taken them. He had never had ten called for || 


from his whole district. It might be that coming | 
value of this document. At any rate there could 
be no harm in instructing the committee to inquire 
into the expediency of reducing the number, so as 
to supply only those particular points or sections | 
of the country where they might be called for. | 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, made a re- | 
mark to Mr. Scnencx, which, from his turning t 
his back to the reporter, was entirely lost at the | 
desk at the Speaker’s left. He was inferred to | 
have alluded to the value of the document upon the | 
Aiantic border, the lake coast, and all the com- | 
mercial points. 

Mr. SCHENCK replied, that he doubted not | 
that it was a document held in peculiar importance | 
in commercial districts upon the lakes—certainly | 
upon the seaboard and in the principal commer- | 
cial cities, The only question with him was, | 
whether it was worth while to tax the whole coun- | 
try for the printing of ten or fifteen thousand copies | 
of an exceedingly expensive document, of a very 
limited demand and circulation. He would not | 
insist 7 his objection, however; he only gave | 
notice that gentlemen might have all his copies. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 
Ohio move the amendment ? 

Mr. SCHENCK. I will move the amendment | 
only inquiring into the expediency of decreasing the | 
number of extra copies; and let it be voted upon. | 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 


‘the amendment was disagreed to. 


The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. | 
Srerurns— 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said, before that | 
question was put, he desired to say a word. He | 


was glad that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. | of Mr. Sreruens, and decided in the affirmative. 


| So the amendment was agreed to. 


Srzrnens} had made the motion. If gentlemen 
would examine the history of the documents pub- 
lished by order of Congress, for the last several 





years, they would find that they involved very heavy || 


expense to very little profit. The reason to his mind 

was obvious: the two Houses had published heavy | 
documents and sent them out to the country in| 
sheets, and that was the end of them. Very few of | 
the ten thousand documents now proposed to be | 
published would ever be of any service at all if they | 
were sent out in sheets, It would be better, inf- 
aay eine that they should reduce the whole | 
number, and send out the few that were published | 
in a substantial, enduring form. | 


He did not, however, like that portion of the sug- | 
tion of the tleman from Georgia which 
coked to the binding of these sheets in cheap form. 


If they were worth printing by order of Congress 
they were worth bhading fa substantial form. He 


| nothing at all. 


in any Congressional district, (that was the case 
in his,) for the reason that, in that form, they were 
not considered worth preserving. 
bound them in strong, substantial binding, every 


society, every library, every individual who re- | 


. j 
|| ceived them, could preserve them. He was glad report, was taken and decided in the affirmative, 
to make these remarks in reference to this docu- || 


ment, which contained some portions of a ver 
extraordinary character, but which was still wort 
preserving. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, said that, concurring 
in the remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi, 


amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, by in- 
structing the committee to inquire not only into 
the expediency of binding this document, but all 
the documents of over (say) 100 pages, which 
were published by order of the House. 

The SPEAKER said, the impression of the 
Chair was that such an amendment, having refer- 


whol | ence to documents generally, would not be in order. 
from the interior of the country he underrated the | 


Mr. CABELL said he had intended to give his 
reasons for the amendment he had suggested, but 


|| as it was ruled out of order, he of course was de- 
| 
} 
| 


prived the opportunity of making ay, remarks, 
Mr. STEPHENS said, he woul 


in order, he wou!d move to instruct the Committee 
on Printing to inquire into the expediency of bind- 
ing all the documents published by order of the 
House; at this time, however, he had contented 
himself by proposing an inquiry by the committee 
into the expediency of binding this document. 

In reply to the remark of the gentleman from 
Mississippi that he would have the binding in 
substantial form, he (Mr. 8.) would say, that by 
cheap binding he meant suchras that of the Patent 
Office report of last year, the expense of which 
was but ten or fifteen cents per volume. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, expressed his || 
entire disagreement with the idea of the gentleman || 


from Georgia that similar binding to that of the 
Patent Office report would be sufficient for this 
document. That binding (he said). was worth 
It did not preserve the documents 
one year. He would have these documents bound 
as the Congressional Globe was bound—in half 


| binding, with substantial leather backs; for what- 
|| ever was worth doing, was worth doing well. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, said he was sat- 
isfied that the committee should have all these sug- 
gestions. For one, he would be satisfied with such 
binding as that of the Patent Office report, which 
cost some ten or twelve cents. He wished, how- 
ever, the whole matter to go to the committee. 

The question was taken upon the amendment 


Mr. HOUSTON inquired if it would be compe- 
tent to amend the motion of reference by providin 
for an increased number. He said he believe 
10,000 copies would give each member only some 
— or fifty. 

he SPEAKER stated that the pending ques- 
tion was on the motion to recommit. That mo- 
tior had been amended by directing the committee 
to inquire into the capulnaer of the binding of 
the documents. The further inquiry doponed by 
the gentleman from Delaware would also be in 
order, if the gentleman moved such an amend- 
ment. It was, however, in the opinion of the 
Chair unnecessary, as without this amendment the 
eee a have the whole subject before 
them, and could re in favor of printing a larger 
number if the andi E a it 

Mr. ROBINSON, remarking that he was afraid 





e bound in sub- | 


But if they || 


| 











this question would consume the whole day, ang 
that he was opposed to printing the report at all 
| moved to lay the whole subject on the table.” 
The question was taken and disagreed to, 
__ So the House refused to lay the subject on the 
| table. 

| 


} 


The question recurring on the motion to recom. 
mit the repurt with the instructions already 
to, was taken and decided in the affirmative. 
So the report was recommitted. 
COAST SURVEY. 

The second resolution reported by Mr. Me. 
Witie, was then read, asking the printing of the 
report of the superintendent of the coast survey. 

Mr. CONGER moved that this repert be recom. 
| mitted, with instructions to the Committee op 
| Printing to. inquire as to the cost of this printing. 

The PEARER stated, that the committee had 
reported the probable cost. 

The Crerx read that part of the report in which 
|| it was estimated that the probable cost would be 
| about $150. 

The question being upon the adoption of the 


| 
; 


i 


So the report of the Committee on Printing was 
agreed to. 

The House then again proceeded to vote ping 
| voce for the election of a Sergeant-at-arms; the 
same gentlemen as announced yesterday acting as 
| tellers. 


| The roll was then called—being the third time, 
The tellers reported that 205 votes had been given 
in; necessary to a choice 103; of which 
Mr. Senter M. Giddings received......... 
Mr. Newton Lane. ..-ecceeccececsecess 
Mr. George C. Washington.......++.... 


@D 
a 





barely say || 
that the first convenient opportunity, when it was || 


Mr. Hiram Walbridge.........s+s0+.- 
Bie. Jesee Fe. DOW. so oc cc cckegesvesnsiés. 
Mr. Arthur W. Fletcher........ 
Mr. John A. Rodgers........ 
Mr. Jacob Bigelew...o<ewscecsccevensecs 
. Richard R. Shekell ........... pina des 


eee eeeees 


eee eee eeees 


: 
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The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Giddings—Messrs. Alexander, Anderson, An- 
drews, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, Briggs, Brooks, Burrews, C. 
Butler, Thomas B. Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwe, 
Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cole, Conger, 
Conrad, Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, 
Duncan, Nathan Evans, Fowler Freediey, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Halloway, fampton, Hay, 
Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, Daniel P. King, 
George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Matteson, 
McGaughey, McKissocek, F. E. MeLean, Meacham, Moore, 
Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, 


|| Phoenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rock- 


| well, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Shepperd, Silvester, Spalding, Sprague, Stanly, Alexan- 
der H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, John B. Thompson, 
| Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, White, and Wilson. 
For Mr. Lane—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, 
Rayly, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. 





Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, G. A. Caldwell, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, 
| Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hackett, Hall, 
Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, ‘Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holliday, 
Hubbard, Inge, R. W. Johnson, Jones, Kaufinan, La Sere, 
Leffler, Littlefield, J. Mann, Mason, MceCternand,McDonald, 
McDowell, R. M. McLane, McMullen, McQueen, Miller, 
| Morse, Orr, Parker, Peasiee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Rich- 
| ardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Sawtelle, Seddon, F. 

P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, ‘Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, William Thompson, 
Venable, Walden, Wallace, Weliborn, Whittlesey, Wood- 
ward, and Young. 

For Mr. Washington—Messrs. Ashmun, Breck, A. Evans, 
Houston, James L. Johnson, Kerr, Marshall, Taylor, and 
Winthrop. 

For Mr. Dow—Messrs. Beale, Booth, Cleveland, Andrew 
Johnson, Peck, and Waldo. 

For Mr. Watbridge—Messrs. Bingham, Joseph Cable, 
Carter, Disney, Doty, Morris, Wilmot, and Wood. 

For Mr. Fletcher—Messts. Campbell, Grinnell, Hilliard, 
Horace Mann, and Schenck. 

For Mr. Rodgers—Messrs. Watkins, ‘Williams, and Al- 
ston. 

For Mr. Bigelow—Mr. Durkee, 

For Mr. Sheckell—Mr. Root. 


No choice. 

The roll was then called the fourth time. The 
tellera reported that 209 votes had been given 10; 
necessary to a choice 105, of which 

Mr. Giddings received. ......4+0...+++++104 

Me! Lage. HbA At. @ 

Mr. Walbridge..2.....sesceosesseseees 9 
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“The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Giddings—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, 
n 
Anne, Beige, Brooks, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. 
putler, E. Carrington Cabell, J. P. Caidwell, Calvin, Camp- 
pell, Casey, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cole, Conger, Con- 
rads Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Dar- 
kee, A. Evans, N. Evans, Fowler, Freediey, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamp- 
ton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, 
flowe, Hunter, J. L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniel P. King, Geo. 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, H. Mann, Mar- 
shall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, F. E. McLean, 
Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Newell 
Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rey 
nolds, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, 
sepermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaiding, 
Sprague, Stanly, A. H. Stephens, T. Stevens, Taylor, John 
g. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Vinton, Watkins, 
White, Williams, and Wilson. : 

For Mr. Lane—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, 
Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bocock, Bowdony Bowlin, Boyd, Al- 
pert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, George A. 
Caldwell, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Howell Cobb, Colcock, 


Daniel, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Feath- 


erston, Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, 
Hackett, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, 
Hoagland, Holliday, Hubbard, Inge, Robert W. Johnson, 
Jones, Kaufman, La Sére, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Mason, MeCiernand, McDonald, McDowell, McLanaban, 
Robert M. McLane, MeMulien, McQueen, Me Willie, Mil- 
jer, Morse, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Potter, Powell, 


Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, | 


Seddon, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Stetson, ‘Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, William Thompson, 
Venable, Walden, Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wood- 
ward, and Young. 

For Mr. Walbridge—Messrs. Bingham, Joseph Cable, 
Carter, Disney, Doty, Morris, Wilmot, Wood, and Olds. 

For Mr. Dow—Messrs, Booth, Cleveland, Andrew John- 
son, Waldo, and Peck. 

For Mr. Bigelow—Mr. Preston King. 

For Mr. Shekell—Mr. Root. 


No choice. 


Mr. JONES moved that the House do now 
adjourn; and on that motion (he said) fhe asked 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to ascertain whether 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES withdrew his motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, renewed it, 
and asked the yeas and nays. - 

But Mr. T. withdrew the motion. 

Mr. SWEETSER renewed it, and asked the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were asked and ordered on the yeas and 
nays, and Messrs. Kaurman and Corwin were 
appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the vote stood: 
ayes 19, noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays, on the motion to adjourn, 
were refused. 

The question recurred on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
McMotten and Octe were appoinied. 

The question was then taken and decided in the 

tive—ayes 41, noes 87. 
o the House refused to adjourn. 

(Cries: ** Call the roll.’’] 

Mr. BOYD rose and said, that he withdrew 
the name of Doctor Newron Lane as a candidate 
for the office of Sergeant-at-arms. 

So the name of Doctor Lane was withdrawn. 

The following gentlemen were then nominated: 
i Mr. Watpen—Hiram Walbridge, of New 

ork. 

By Mr. Ricuarpson—J.G. Flood, of Illinois. 

By Mr. Coss, of Alabama—Jesse E. Dow, of 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. Srrone—A. J. Glossbrenner, of Penn. 
eee Hamitton—Roderick Dorsey, of Ma- 
and. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. There are several gentle- 
men absent on our side of the House. In order 
that we may have a full attendance, I move that 
there be a call of the House, and, on that motion, 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, (to the Speaker.) Is it in order 
now to move that the House adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, and on that motion I ask the yeas and 

8. 
he yeas and nays were refused. 
Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Mississippi, called for 
tellers on the motion to adjourn. 
hey were ordered, and Messrs. Stevens of 
ennsylvania and Waxpo were appointed. 
i he question was then taken, and decided in 
€ negative—ayes 65, noes 133. 


Andrews, Ashmun, Baker, Bennett, Bokee, | 





So the House refused to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 


|| on that question the yeas and nays have been or- 


red. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (to the Speaker:) 





| geant-at-arms be postponed until Monday next? 


| order pending a motion for a call ofthe House. 

|| The question, Shall there be a call of the House? 
|| was then taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 
| 65, nays 133. 

(| oa call of the House was refused. 

| [Cries: ‘Call the roll.’’] 

| Mr. SWEETSER moved that the House do 
| now adjourn; and on that motion he asked the 
|| yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

|| Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said that as gentle- 





|m 
|| yeas and nays would be withdrawn. 


| 
i 
. 7 mote 
| The SPEAKER. That motion will not be in 
} ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


en on the other side of the House seemed deter- | 
|| mined to adjourn, he hoped that the call for the | 


} 
| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





on the motion of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr-. || 
Kavrman,] that there be a call of the House; and || 


i] 
' 


| Is it in order now to move that the election of Ser- | 


| Latting, heir of Jacob Latting, deceased, 
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Miller, and others, of Maine, for indemnity for French spo- 
liations pase to 1800. Referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWE: The petition of Thomas Anderson and 
102 others, citizens of the counties of Venango and Clarion, 
| Pennsylvania, asking for the establishment of a post route 
| from Clarion, in the county of Clarion, to Tionesta, in 

the county of Venango. Refezred wo the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 
_ By Mc. PHCENIX: A memorial of merchants and others, 
| in the city of New York, to refund the duty on merchandise 
| destroyed by the fire in July, 1845, 
By Mr. NELSON: The petition of Stewart & Barr, and 
others, praying indemnity for French spoliations, &c. Re- 


By Mr. JOHN A. KING: The petition of Elizabeth 


ng indemnifi- 


prayi 
cation for French spoliations prior to 1800, Referred to the 


Committee on Foreign Aflairs. 
By Mr. DOTY: The petition of many citizens of the 


| county of Manitoowoe, for an appropriation tw improve the 


|| harbor at the mouth of the Manitoowoc river. 


|| House was willing to adjourn, he would withdraw | 


|| the call for the 
Mr. CROW 
|| want to adjourn for ? 


|| Mr. SWEETSER. 


eas and nays. 


In order to test the sincer- 


|} and nays. 


| ordered by the House, and the call can only be 
| withdrawn by unanimous consent. 





Objections were made. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 
Mr. EETSER. I withdraw the motion to 
| adjourn. 

| r. BOCOCK and Mr. CARTER. I renew it. 


| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 


the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

And the question was then taken and decided in 
| the negative—yeas 90, nays 109. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. SWEETSER moved that there be a call of || of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Born, 


|| pired to-day. The committee to whom the su 


the House, and on that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays. 


ELL, (in his seat.) What do you | 


Referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, the petition of O. B. Lapham and others, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Janesville, via Deer- 
field, to Columbus, in Wisconsin. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Harry Brown, Edgar Conklin, and 


|| Joel 8. Fisk, for compensation for entries made by virtue of 


|| Mr. SWEETSER said, if the other side of the | 


military warrants, in the Green Bay land district, Wisconsin. 
By Mr. PHGENIX: The memorial of the Merchants’ 
Insurance companies, and others interested in the com- 
merce and navigation of the country, in favor of deepening 
the Northeast Pass of the river Mississippi. 
By Mr. BINGJIAM: The petition of C, A. Trowbridge 


| and 200 others, for the construction of a canal around the 


| The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been | 


¢ . || Falls of St. Mary’s. 
|| ity of gentlemen, | withdraw the call for the yeas || 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, January 14, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, submitted a 


|| resolution, which was agreed to, to take certain 
|| papers from the files of the House, in the case of a 


Mr. PRESTON KING submitted to the Chair, | 


as a question of order, whether it was in order || 


thus to alternate the same motions—one being re- 
newed as soon as the other was rejected ? 


The SPEAKER said, that under the uniform || 


| practice of the House, such motions were in order. 


| Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved that the | 


| House do now adjourn. 
| affirmative. 
So the House appeneet. 





NOTICE FOR LEAVE TO INTRODUCE A BILL. 


| July, 1845. 
PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions were presented and re- 


ferred under the rule: 
By Mr. HOLLIDAY: The petition of Charles G. Layton, 


| 
: 
| 


land, while used as a transport vessel by the American troops 
in November, 1814. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Felix Vallé, Francis 
B. Vallé, Jules Vallé, Francis Rozier and Zoa his wife, and 
Mary Vallé, heirs and legal representatives of John Bté. 
Vallé, ‘!eceased, by their agent, John ——— pernewe 
confirmation of a Spanish Jand claim. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 








By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of a large number of 


the citizens of Weakly and Obion counties, Tennessee, 
praying for a mail route from Dresden to Troy, Obion eoun- 
ty, by the way of Mount Pelia. Referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Jacob 
i| Boston, praying for the passage of an act of Congress giving 

him arrears of pension, to commence from the time his dis- 
ability in the service was ineurred. 





Carlisle, ara “tar asking indemnity for French spolia- || 


tions prior to 1 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of two hundred citi- 
zens of the county of Ni 
to tan 
atthe mouth of Eighteen Mile Creek, in said county. 
ferred to the Committee of Commerce. 


dy Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky: ‘The petition of Jesse 1 
on 1} 
0,and | ments reported 


Duane, a citizen of Covington, Kentucky, praying a 
for military services rendered in the war with Mex 
for injuries received while firing a salute. 


Mr. PHCENIX gave notice that he would, at an early day, I] 
ask leave to introduce a bill to return the duties on merchan.- | 
dise destroyed by fire in the city of New York on the 19th of 


i} 


if 


|| to dispose of the report. 
| th 
i 


i 
} 
| 


'| mittee, it would, the Chair thought 





«! 


praying compensation for the value of the schooner “Albert || 
Gallatin,”’ captured by the enemy in the late war with Eng- | 


| 


| private claim—(name not heard )—with the view of 
| laying them before the proper department, where 


the claim could now be adjusted. 
RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. KAUFMAN rose and said, that the time 
for which the rules of the last House of Represent- 
atives had been temporarily adopted, on the motion 
oe 


ject 


| of the rules had been referred, made a report, (on 


Monday last, he thought,) and that report had 
been made the special order of the day for Thurs- 
day last. He had not, however, moved to take 
up the subject on that day, believing that the 
House would have got through with the election 
of its officers before the day limited for the opera- 
tion of the rules of the last House had expired. He 


|| would now move to postpone further action on the 
The question was taken and decided in the || 


order of the House concerning the election of offi- 
cers, and that the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of the report of the Committee on Rules, 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
postponement. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, was understood 
to say, that unless the report of the Committee on 
| Rules should be acted upon to-day, the House 
would to-morrow be in a perfect state of anarchy. 
He thought, therefore, that the postponement 
should take place, and that the report of the com- 
mittee should be either affirmed or rejected. 

The SPEAKER said, the Chair would suggest, 
that unless the report of the Committee on Rules 
should be acted upon to-day, the House would, 
to-morrow, be without rules. 

Mr. CLINGMAN desired to be informed by 
the Speaker whether by unanimous consent a mo- 
tion might not be made to continue the rules of the 
, last House in operation for one week longer. 
| The SPEAKER said he would suggest to the 
| gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciiveman,] 
| that on an examination of the report of the com- 
, be found that 
little time would in all probability be required 
There were but two or 
ree material changes recommended. 


| 


| ve 


|| Mr. CLINGMAN said his impression was, 
Also, the memorial of Jonathan Holmes and others, of | that there were one or two changes recommended 


New York, praying Congress || 
ation for the improvement of the harbor || 


Re- || 


By Mr. GOODENOW : The aa of Sarah Nickels, | 


widow of John Nickels ; 


Miller, widow of Thomas 


| which would give rise to debate. 

| Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi,expressed the 
| hope that the suggestion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Cumeman} would be ac- 
| cepted, and that the rules of the last House would 
again be adopted for ashort period. He (Mr. T.) 
was satisfied that there were several of the amend- 
by the committee which would 
to debate, and he thought that the subject 


give rise 


| 
| mm 


ight not be disposed of to-day. 
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ventured to predict, he was un- 
deratood to say, from his experience in this House, 
that if the rules should be adopted for another 
week, they would be adopted ab er; that had 
been the old mode. The rules of the last House 
had, in the first instance, been adopted temporarily; 
the House had gone on under them for a litile 





while, and had finally adopted them without any | 


of the emendments which were essentially neces- 
sary. He thought that the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules might be disposed of to-day. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, desired the 
Speaker to state what the amendment proposed 
of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 

LINGMAN] was. 

The SPEAKER said, that the gentleman from 
North Carolina had not proposed any amendment. 
He had suggested that, by unanimous consent, the 
rules of the last House, as they now existed, 
should be adopted until Monday next. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose and objected. 

The SPEAKER said that objection was made. 
The question was not debatable. 

Mr. CLINGMAN inquired of the Spraxer, 
whether it would be in order to move a suspension 
of the rules? 

The SPEAKER said, that a motion to suspend 
the rules would not be in order uneil the motion to 
postpone had been disposed of. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose, he | 


said, to a question of order. The first business in 
order was the election of officers of the House, under | 
the order of the House. So soon as that order 

shall have been executed, the report of the Com- | 
mittee on the Rules would be submitted, and imme- | 
diately.come up as a special order. If the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Cimeman] should be adopted, the rules would be 
taken up as the first business in order after the offi- 
cers should have been elected. He hoped, there- 
fore, that no objection would be made to the prop- 
osition of that gentleman. 

Mr. McCLERNAND rose to inquire of the 
Speaker whether it would be in order for him to 
submit a motion such as had been suggested by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuine- 
MAN}? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion will not be in 
order pending the motion to postpone. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, suggested that 
if the House should postpone the execution of the 
order concerning the election of officers, and it 
should be found that the House could not readily 
pass upon the report of the Committee on Rules, 
then a motion such as that suggested by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina might be adopted. 

Mr. McCLERNAND made a remark or two 
(scarcely heard on the left of the Chair.) He 
thought that there were several amendments which 
would lead to considerable and protracted debate. 

Mr. INGE inquired of the Speaker, whether, if 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Kavcrman] should be voted down, the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cumeman] could not 
submit his motion? 

The SPEAKER was understood to say, that a 
motion to suspend the rules would be necessary 
that the motion might be made. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Kaurman, and the affirmative vote was de- 
clared to be ninety. ‘ 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose to in- 
quire of the Speaker, whether the motion was a 
motion to postpone to a day certain, or to postpone 
indefinitely ? 





The SPEAKER stated that the motion was || 


simply a motion to postpone. That motion was 
in the nature of a motion to postpone to a day 
certain, and, under the practice of the House, the 
business which might be postponed was postponed 
only until that for which it had given way was 
sideration would then immediately be resumed. 

The question on the motion of Mr. Kaurman 
was then taken and decided in the affirmative— 
ayes 116, noes not counted. 

Se further action on the order of the House re- 
lating to the election of officers was postponed. 

The SPEAKER. The business before the 
Houre is the report of the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk will read the report. 

The — was read. 

Mr. SCHENCK om an inquiry to the Chair 
which was not heard by the reporter; but 


| 
disposed of. The business previously under con- || the last session while he was in the position of 


| The SPEAKER said, that the adoption of the 
first paragraph of the report of the committee 

weala J be the adoption of the rules of the last 
House, subject to such amendments, or modifica- 
tions, as might hereafter be made. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Either as reported by the 

| committee or as offered by a member? 
| The SPEAKER said, that such was the opinion 
| of the Chair. 
| The question then was on agreeing to the first 
| 
| 
| 








ragraph of the report of the committee, which is 
in the following words: ~ 


“They [the committee] recommend the adoption for this 

Congress of the standing rules of the House, as they existed 

| at the close of the last session, with the following amend- 
ments thereto.” 


| The question was taken, and this paragraph was | 


| agreed to. 
The Clerk then proceeded, under the direction 
of the Speaker, to read the amendments. 
is to the following rule: 
VOTE OF THE SPEAKER. 


be equally divided, or unless his vote, if given to the mi- 
nority, will make the division equal; and in case of such 
| equal division, the question shall be lost.’ 


To this rule the committee proposed the follow- 
ing amendment: 

In the second line of rule 12, insert between the 
words ‘not’? and * vote,” the words ‘be re- 
quired. to.”’ i 

Mr. HARALSON said that, as he understood 
the rule as it now existed, the Speaker, under cer- 


|| tain circumstances, (that was to say, wheghis vote, 


if given to a minority, would make the division 
equal, or where the House was equally divided, ) 
was required to vote. The amendment proposed 
to this rule by the committee, made it discretion- 
ary whether the Speaker should give his vote or 


not. 

The SPEAKER said he thought the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Harnavson] was under a mis- 
apprehension. 

Mr. HARALSON read the rule. 

The proposed amendment (he continued) was 
| that the Speaker should not be required to vote. 
_ The words * notrequired,’’ to his mind left it dis- 
| cretionary with the Speaker whether he should 
| vote or not. If he was mistaken in this construc- 
| tion, he desired to be corrected. If he was not 
mistaken, he was opposed to the amendment; be- 
cause he could see no reason why it should be 
| adopted, or why the Speaker should not be enti- 
| tled to the privilege of voting under the rarely- 
recurring circumstances mentioned in the rule. 

Mr. JONES said, that the rule, as it now stood, 
required the Speaker to vote iWall cases of elec- 
tion. In other cases, it provided that he should 
not vote unless there were a tie, or unless his vote 
| would make a tie, so as to effect a result. Now, 
the amendment of the committee was, that the 
Speaker should not be required to vote unless there 
were a tie, or unless his vote would make the di- 
vision equal. The committee were of opinion that 
the rule, as it now stood, was not only unauthor- 

ized, but that it was a violation of the Constitu- 
| tion of the United States. It deprived the repre- 
sentative of one district, in all cases of legislation, 
| unless his vote.would determine the result. 
| .Mr. HARALSON said, he found that he had 
| been mistaken in the construction he had put upon 
| the amendment. 
| Mr. JONES said, yes; and he hoped the House 
would adopt the amendment. 

Mr. WINTHROP said that, for one, he was 
very glad that the committee had reported in favor 
of this amendment. It was, in its general pro- 
vision, and object, in conformity with the views 
which he bad more than once expressed during 








the present Speaker. He held that the rule of 
the House thus far had been in violation of the 
Constitution. It had’ attempted to deprive the 
Speaker-of this House of his right to vote under 
any and all circumstances; and the rule had been 
of such a character as was calculated to produce a 
false impression upon the public mind in regard to 
what was called the casting vote of the Speaker. 
We had been accustomed to regard the rale as con- 
ferring upon the Speaker of the House some addi- 
tional right, privilege, or prerogative in regard to 


his vote. We looked upon the casting vote 


The first amendment proposed by the committee | cases which were pointed out. He was sorry, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





12. In all cases of election by the House, the Speaker 
shall vote ; in other cases he shall not vote, unless the House | 


i 


of the Speaker like the casting vote of the y; 

President of the United Satan, a0 eomething ae 
tional, given, conferred by the members of the 
House upon him whom they had called to be thei 
presiding officer. He said this had been and an 
wholly false impression in regard to the casting vote, 
They conf nothing upon the ppeaicer of this 
Housein making him Speaker. T ey had taken 
away from him, under the rulesas they had hitherto 
stood, the privilege of voting upon any and all o 
casions—that privilege which belonged to him ., 
the common equal representative ofa constituency 
of eighty thousand; and they had said that jp 
might vote only in those cases which they had 
undertaken to point out. They had therefore here. 
tofore deprived him of privilege and prerogative 
while they had conferred nothing whatever upon 
him. In this point of view, he was elad that the 
committee had reported a rule providing that the 
Speaker should not be required to voie except in 


however, that the committee had not reported , 
different phraseology in regard to these particular 
cases. The rule, even amended as the committer 
proposed, would not dog, 0 the idea which i, 
was intended to convey. They designed to say tha 
the Speaker of this House should not be required 
to vote except in cases where his vote would change 
the result. Now fet him suppose a case—and he 
needed not suppose it; it was rather history than 
hypothesis; it was a case which had occurred dy- 
ring the last session, or the session previous. A 
motion was made to lay upon the table, or to re- 
consider, and the vote stood, (he did not recollect 
the precise figures,) say 49 in the affirmative, and 
50 in the negative. The motion was thus nega- 
tived. But his vote, if — to the minority, 
would have made an equal division—that was, 5) 
to 50, and would not have changed the result. In 
other words, by using the phraseology reported, 
and requiring the Speaker to vote, where his vote, 
if given to the minority, would make the division 
equal, he would be too often required where his 
vote would not alter the result. If his vote had 
been given uporf the celebrated Pacheco case, with 
the majority, the result would have been unaltered; 
if with the minority the decision would have been 
unaltered. Certainly it could not be in the contem- 

lation of this House to provide that the Speaker 
be required to vote where his vote would not 
change the result. He suggested, therefore, to the 
committee—and he hoped they would assent to it 
—that they should insert, that he (the Speaker) 
should not be required to vote, except when the 
House was equally divided, or when his vote 
would alter the result. That would complete the 
object which he understood the committee had 
in view. , 

Mr. McLANE said, if he understood the pur- 
port of the remarks of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, it was that this House had imposed this 
disability upon its presiding officer. He (Mr.McL.) 
very much desired that the amendment should go 
to the whole length of the 12th rule, and strike out 
that rule. The House would observe, ina note to 
this very 12th rule, which Would be found on the 
44th page of the little book of rules, that a case 
had occurred in the history of the legislation of 
this country in which the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives had claimed his right to vote 
notwithstanding this rule, and that upon as striking 
and decisive a question as a proposition of amend- 
ment to the Constitution to change the mode of 
electing the President and Vice President of the 
United States. The vote in that case was, in the 
affirmative 83, in the negative 42; yet the vote of the 
Speaker was given and made the two-thirds vote 
necessary to-procure an amendment of the constt- 
tution, and it was by that vote the amendment 
was carried. Now it was because he concurred 
entirely in the general scope of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, because he believed 
it to be an artificial, unjust disability imposed upon 
the presiding officer of this House, because he felt 
that the presiding officer of this Houseshould never 
have attached to his character as Moderator and 
Chairman, any functions superior to those of the 
representatives of the from every district, 
—he was satisfied that the honorable gentleman 
would know and feel that in the historic character 
of this rule, there was that to explain it which was 
altogether inconsistent with the fundamental prin 


ciples of republicanism. He felt that it was assim- 
ilating the presiding officer of this House to the 
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Vice President—emphatically so; that it was con- 
ferring upon him the highest possible functions; 
conferring Upon him the highest possible—in certain 
cases the whole—law-making power of the Gov- 
ernment. He was anxious to strike out this rule, 
and leave the Speaker of this House where he be- 
jieved the Speakers of ee ar mepcity of the 
State Legislatures now stood—that the Speaker's 
name should be regularly called at the begin- 
ning or end of the roll, as the case might be—(he 
thought the general practice was to call his name 
atthe end of the roll)—and his vote be recorded 
with the votes of'the other members of the House. 
Inorder to accomplish this result, if the gentleman 
fom Massachusetts (Mr. Winrnror] would with- 
draw his amendment and allow him, he would 
ofer an amendment to strike out the twelfth rule, 
and insert a provision that the Speaker’s name be 
regularly called with the names of the other mem- 
bers of the House. ; 

Mr. WINTHROP said, before he withdrew his 
own amendment, he begged leave to call the atten- 
tion of the honorable gentleman from Maryland to 
the circumstances in which the Speaker of the 
House would be placed if they were to carry out 
his [Mr. McLane’s] views. He (Mr. W.) con- 
fessed he was opposed to the suggestion which the 
gentleman made. If they made it incumbent upon 
the Speakerof this House to vote upon all occa- 
sions, of course they referred to all occasions when 
the yeas and nays were called; of course they did 
not propose, when he stated that thoSe who were 
in favor of the proposition would say ‘ ay,’ and 
those opposed would say ‘‘no,’’ to compel him to 
cry “ay” or “no.”’ He did not suppose—as his 
friend from North Carolina [Mr. |] suggested — 
they would compel the Speaker to come down and 
pass between the tellers. If the tellers reported an 
equal division, the Speaker must vote as the rule 
now stood. 

But it seemed to him if they made it incumbent 
upon the Speaker to vote on all occasions, they 
must give itas a privilege to the Speaker to speak 
on all oceasions. He was opposed to compelling 
any member of this House, whether in the chair 
or out of the chair, to give a vote, without at the 
same time affording him the opportunity of giving 
nis reasons. It was the privilege and the right of 
the Speaker, according to the precedents of the 
House of Commons in England, when he was 
called upon to give his casting vote, to give his 
reasons at the same time. He thought this privi- 
levee should be secured to the Speaker of this 
House. He did not think it fair to any gentle- 
man, confined within the elbows of that arm- 
chair, (the Speaker’s chair,) to call apon him 
without previous notice, when his mind was per- 
plexed with a thousand points of order, to give 
his vote upon all questions arising in the House, 
unless they also ena him to give his reasons. 

Mr. HARALSON (interposing, and Mr. W. 
yielding) desired to know of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts if there was any rule of the House 
which prevented the Speaker from coming down 
upon the floor and assigning his reasons for his 
vote upon any question ? 

Mr. WIN ROP replied, that we had the uni- 
form practice of this bods , and of all the other old 
Parliamentary bodies to the contrary. He believed 
he had been told by a gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, formerly a member of this House, more 
recently occupying a seat in the other branch of 
Congress, [ r. ATHERTON,]| that when he [Mr. 
A.) oceupied the chair of the House in the 
Legislature of his own ‘State, he had frequently 
given up his seat to some member, oa gone 
down upon the floor and explained his views, 
without the “House going into committee. But 
it had been the uniform practice of the House 
of Commons, from which we drew most of our 
precedents, and it had been the unaltered, un- 
changed practice of this House, since the forma- 
tion of the Constitution, that the Speaker keep his 
own seat, and conduct the business of the House, 
and oe ming nienale unless in committee. For 
one, he was in favor of maintaining that precedent. 
He did not flatter himself that while he had occu- 
pied the chair he had had any particular influence 
over the course of legislation, but he had seen the 
mysterious, magnetic influence which the Chair 
exerted in the assignment of the floor, the appoint- 
ment of the committees, and in many things by 
which he could please and propitiate members. 
He did not believe that that influence would ever 





| be unworthily used by the 
| cer, but he was opposed to 
of the Chair, whatever it was, to bear upon the | 
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inging the influence 
House. He was in favor, for his [the Speaker's) 


sake, and the sake of the House, in order to main- 
tain at least the appearance of impartiality, that 


the gentleman occupying the chair should confine 


himself within his own peculiar sphere of duties, 
and allow the business of the House to go on un- 


altered. In view of all the circumstances, he be- 


| lieved that the Speaker should not be required to 


| 


| privilege and the right of his constituents. 
other cases he (Mr. WiytuHrop) would not say | 


he could record his vote. 


! 





case, unless in those cases where his 
change the result. 


vote in an 
vote woul 
In all 


that the Speaker should not vote, but if he pleased 
It was his privilege. 
But he would not compel him to vote except in 
cases where-his vote would alter the result. 

Mr. McCLERNAND expressed his concur- 
rence with the views of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. McLanr,] and his belief that the rule 
was unconstitutional. It had so heen regarded by 
a‘distinguished authority—Mr. Macon—to whom 
reference had been made. He was not aware that 
that authority had ever been questioned. The 
Speaker of “this House, as far as his constitu- 


tional rights and duties were concerned, stood on | 


precisely the same footing as any other member; 


and it was not competent for this House, looking | 


to the fulfillment of the obligations imposed by the 
spirit, as well as by the letter of the Constitution, 
to exonerate the Speaker of the House in any 
greater degree from his responsibility as a repre- 
sentative on this floor than any other member. 
The rights and obligations attaching to theSpeaker, 


as a representative of the people, were not person- || 
) 


al rights and obligations, to be taken away from 


him by the House, orconferred upon him. They | 


were rights belonging to the people, conferred 
upon him by the Constitution—rights which, in 


view of the relation which existed between him | 


and his people, he was bound to maintain. 

He was in favor of such a modification of this 
rule as would abolish the prohibition upon the right 
of the Speaker to vote in the excepted cases. He 
would leave the rule in such form as to place the 
Speaker on the same footing, in regard to his right 
and duty to vote, as any other member of this 
House. 
people from his duty of voting upon grave and 
important questions. What right had the House 
to excuse him from his duties to the people? 


ents on this floor upon questions involving their 
interests? They had certain rules which exempted 
gentlemen, under certain circumstances, from the 
duty of voting. Those rules were based upon 
certain reasons; and whenever the Speaker could 
present such a case as would exempt any other 
member from the obligation of voting, it should 
exonerate him; but not otherwise. With regard 
to other members, the House were accustomed to 
excuse them when they rose, asking to be excused, 
and presented reasons which the House, who 
claimed the right of judging of them, pronounced to 
be good. The Speaker should be required to sub- 
mit to the same rule. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Win- 
tTHROP] had said that there was a reason why the 
Speaker should be exonerated from voting upon 


But there were many precedents directly the re- 
verse. 


allegin 
of the United States Bank. If his memo 
correct, Mr. Cray, while Speaker of this 


of the Whole. 
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resent presiding offi- ! clause, a special clause in many of the State con- 


Then it was his | 


He would not excuse him before the | 


What right had they to disfranchise his constitu- || 


certain occasions. That reason was prior custom. | 


We had had a remarkable instance, in 
which the Vice President of the United States, as || recognized. 
President of the Senate, assumed and exercised | 
the right to assign his reasons, good and strong, in 
favor of the tariff of 1846. We had also the case 
which had been alluded to by the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Bayxy,] of Vice President Clinton |, 
his reasons for voting against the charter |, 
was 
ouse, | LANE of Maryland, and the SPEAKER partici- 
availed himself of the right to address the House. 
- Mr. BAYLY, (in his seat.) Only in Committee H the 


Mr. McCLERNAND, accepting the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Virginia, proceeded to say, 
that we had, at all events, various precedents for | 
the exercise, by the Speaker, of his constitutional 
ht to assign his reasons when he chose to do so. 

e might also state that it was the case in. the 
Legislatures of many of the States, that the Speak- 
er was always required to vote. There was a 
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|| Stitations, which required the ker to vote, un- 
| less he could present to the House a reasonable 
/excuse. The yeas and nays of the members were 
, taken upon the demand of one-fifth of those pres- 
|; ent, and placed upon the record. Was not the 
i Speaker a member, and should he not vote? Un- 
|| questionably. They had departed from the spirit 
| of the Constitution, from the genius of our institu- 
, tions, from the responsibilities of the members of 
1 this body, in their rule exempting and prohib- 
| iting the Speaker from voting except in certain 
specified cases. He doubted not that the gentle- 
man who now occupied the chair would have no 
hesitation to vote and express himself upon any 
_and every occasion which mightarise. He doubt- 
/ed not that the explanation of his vote would be 
| satisfactory to the country at large. We had that 
assurance from his past course and from his eleva- 
|| tion to the distinguished place he now held. He 

would therefore vote for the amendment of the 

Committee on Rules. He would go further, and 
| leave the Speaker on the same footing of any other 
|| member, with regard to his rights under the Con- 

stitution, of voting and speaking. 
|. Mr, STEPHENS, of Georgia, obtained the 
floor, and yielded at request to 
Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, who explained 

| that the proposition he made was simply to strike 
out the 12th rule, leaving the Speaker to his own 
discretion as to exercising his right to vole when 
| his name was called. 

Mr. WINTHROP reminded the gentleman that 
there was another rule which said that every mem- 
| ber of the House present should vote, unless ex- 
| cused by the House. 

Mr. McLANE said the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts and the House understood the practical 
operation under the rule: that when a membet’s 
name was called, he sat in his seat and voted or 
| not as he pleased. 

Mr. WINTHROP replied, that the Speaker 
|| being bound to enforce the rules upon others, would 
| hardly be willing to sit in his seat and refuse to 
vote, and thus present himself as a perpetual exam- 
| ple of insubordination. 

| Mr. STEPHENS said, he concurred generally 
|| in the views of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

If they adopted the proposition of the gentleman 
from i. and, the Speaker would be required to 
‘| vote upon all occasions, by tellers, by yeas and 

nays, and upon divisions of the House. It would 
| therefore require an additional resolution. 

He believed that the Speaker of this House, in 
| all cases of elections, (where the vote was taken 
| by yeas and nays,) should be under the same obli- 
| gations to vote as any other member. He thought 
| the same thing was contemplated by the rule, as 
\\ proposed to be amended by the report of the com- 
| mittee. The rule, as it now stood, said, the Speak- 
' er should not vote except in particular cases; the 
| the amendment of the Committee on Rules said he 
‘| should not be required to vote. It left it optional 
|| with him. He (Mr..8.) was therefore content with 
| the rule as reported; and he moved the previous 
| question. ; : 
|| Mr. VINTON inquired if the previous question 
would apply to this amendment only, or. to the 
| entire report? - na 
‘|| TheSPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
\| it would apply to the whole report. 
| Mr. STEP HENS said, if that was the case he 
| would certainly withdraw the motion. 
Mr. BAYLY addressed the Chair, and was 


Mr. PRESTON KING called for the reading of 

{| the pending propositions. They were read. 

The SPEAK SR stated the question to be first 

\| on the amendment of Mr. Wixturop, and then 

upon the amendment of the Committee on Rules. 
-A momentary conversation ensued, in which 


| Messrs. WINTHROP, PRESTON KING, Me- 


| pated, in reference to the immediate question before 
|| the House. a 

Mr. BAYLY said he agreed almost entirely, in 
\| reference to this matter, with the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts, [Mr, Winturor.] “He only dif- 
fered from that gentleman in this, that he thought 
the rule as reported by the committee would leave 
the matter precisely as itought tostand. It would 
put it in the Speaker’s power to, vote whenever he 
might desire to, and he (Mr. B.) did not think the 
House ought to go further. [t was perfectly true, 









THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 











as the gentleman from Massachusetts argued, that | 


week upon this report. He therefore hoped that || not be the same 






















buted to his geo. 





if the Speaker was to be required to vote uponevery || the House would vote upon this question imme- graphical ae tion. As to his influence and digs; = 

question, he ought to be permitted, if ié him it || diateiy. : [ass promeng —— he (Mr. McL.) was the ag, : 

should seem proper, tospeak upon every question. | Mr. MORSE concurred entirely with the ge n |; man who would infringe upon it; but so far as hig P 

He (Mr. B.) thought that result necessarily follow- || tleman from Massachusetts in the views he had || representative capacity was concerned, he confesse = 

ed from requiring him to vote. Well, now, ought || expressed, respecting the right of the Speaker to || he would strip him of all disability and all Prerogn. | 
Did this House de- | vote as he should deem necessary and proper; and || tive. 


such aresult to be produced ? 
sire that the Speaker, whose duty it was to preside— 
whose duty it was to keep himself aloof as 
much as possible, from the wrangling and excite- | 
ment of the House, was it necessary that he 
should be required to vote upon every proposition ? | 
He begged gentlemen to consider in what a posi- 
tion they would place the Speaker. In an infinite- 
ly worse position than that of any other member. 


|| Mr, CLEVELAND said he had Not desi 


| hee ed entirely in the gentleman’s sugges- © ELA 
e concurr y ge gee || to participate in this debate, but he trusted 1 be 


‘tion, that it would neither be proper nor decorous his 
for the Speaker to mingle in debate upon all the || pardoned for detaining the House a few minutes 

| exciting topics which arose in the course of his || 4¢ believed that members on his side of the 
administration of the duties of the Chair—one || House were taking a course which, by and b 
of the most important of which was strict impar- || they would regret. It seemed to him that, ae’ 

tiality. He hoped that all the amendments which || all things else, they should have in the chair » 

had Gocin brought forward by gentlemen on both || gentleman who was not partial in his feelings; ang | 











Meccupied during the whole day with questions of | sides of the House would be voted down, for he || they ought never by their rules to lead him into 
order, with the discharge of the duties of the chair, | apprehended that if the rule, as proposed to be || temptation to do as a party man what he ought h 
Be he had not the time to give to every question | amended by the committee, were examined care- never to do — he occupied the chair. : a 
fe. | brought up which would enable him to vote wn- || fully, it would be found better digested, better cal- || Now, for the purpose of testing the wisdom of fl 
derstandingly. When he was thus embarrassed, || culated to accomplish the desired end, than any of | the proposition of his friend from Maryland, let e 
thus occupied, they proposed to compel him to | the hastily-prepared propositions of individual a the House to look for a moment at the hi 
ol vote, under circumstances of very great disadvan- | gentlemen. The amendment of the committee || condition in which they would be, provided the a 
tage to himself. ‘| would give the Speaker of the House the right to || ume should ever come when they should have, ‘ 
What was the experience of gentlemen upon || vote upon any subject whenever he saw fit. It || man in the chair who loved his party better than tl 
this floor who were not occupied as the Speaker || would not compel him to vote upon questions | his honor. Suppose that, when he gave his Vote, g 

was? How often was it that they were not pre- || on which he was uninformed, or to mingle in de- || he chose to give his reasons for that vote; that he 


pared to vote? How often were gentlemen seen | bate for the purpose of justifying thé votes which || came upon the floor and gave those reasons; when 


i 
1 ee 





to leave their seats because they were not prepared 
to vote upon the questions presented? The Speak- 
er could not do that; he could not avail himself of 
any device by which he could relieve himself from |) 
voting upon all occasions as they arose. 

He thought his friend from Illinois [Mr. Mc- 
CLERNAND] was mistaken, and that there were | 
no precedents in any well regulated legislative 
body for the Speaker’s participating in debate. He || 
knew that Mr, CLay, when Speaker of the House, 
did address the House, and that only in Commit- 
tee of the Whole; but he thought even that prece- || 
dent had better be avoided than followed on the | 
part of the Speaker. But no Speaker since that | 
day had been in the habit of participating in the 
general debates. He knew in the Legislature of 
Virginia, the practice of which was modeled after 
that of the English Parliament, whose every inno- 
vation was constantly discussed, it was the opin- || 
ion that it would be exceedingly improper in the 
Speaker to participate in the general debates; and 
even in Committee of the Whole, it was there never 
the practice for him to speak, unless upon some 
question affecting his imraediate constituents or || 
himself personally. 

The rule reported by the committee placed the || 
Speaker where he might vote if he desired to, 
and where he would be compelled to, if his vote 
would affect the result. He thought that suffi- 
cient, and hoped that the report of the committee || 
would be agreed to. ° 

Mr. McCLERNAND (interposing) referred the | 
gentleman from Virginia to another precedent— | 
that of Mr. Jones, who, he said, when Speaker, | 
spoke in debate before the House upon a question | 
involving -—— 

Mr. BAYLY replied that he was perfectly aware 
of that case, and it came within the category of the | 
cases to which he had alluded. It was a question | 
concerning himself and the rights of his constit- | 
uents, and it was very proper that Mr. Jones 
should descend from the chair and address the 
House. 

But the main reason was the one which he had || 
advanced when he had first arisen, viz: that the || 
Speaker ought to be kept as disconnected’ from || 
everything occurring on the floor as was consistent || 
with his constitutional rights as a Representative. | 
The very voting on this floor upon questions in | 


which members had a deep interest, created feeling’ | 


from which it was highly desirable that the Speaker 
should keep aloof as far as possible. 
Mr. MEADE 


ment of the 


stitute for the entire rule and amendment, provi- 


| setts [Mr. WintHrop] was entirely a work of su- 


the Pacheco case—was one of the cases which | 


|| whether the vote of the Speaker, if cast, would 


_ tee to be amended, was to accomplish the decision 
| of questions of this kind. 
| case it might, upon close votes it would, be satis- 


| ions of the Speaker. 
| it would stand amended he would be required to 


| vote, and then ed 
| ion of every memb 


| 
} 
| 


— notice that in case the amend- | 
ntleman from Maryland (Mr. Mc- || 
Lane] should be rejected, he should propose a sub- || 





ding that ‘in all cases the Speaker may exercise | 
his right to vote, ‘and may assign his reasons there- | 


| 


or. 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said the House of || 
Representatives had been acting under this 12th || 


rule since the formation of this Government. The | 


amendment reported by the Committee on Rules | the rule came to be adopted in this sense there were 


seemed to be very proper. They had consumed 
the whole day thus far in debate upon this one 


amendment; if all the other amendments-were to || down to the level of other members, so far as 


be debated at equal length, they would consume a 





| legislation of the House directly to his represent- 


| considered radical reform, but a wholesome, simple 


he might give when forced upon him by the rale. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- | 
pererogation. The case cited by the gentleman— 
came within the rule as reported by the committee. 
Mr. WINTHROP (interposing) said, it was a 
case which he (Mr. W.) did not decide. 
Mr. MORSE (continuing) repeated, that the 


case cited by his friend from Massachusetts, was a || 
\| 


case which, if the gentleman would examine it a 
little more carefully, he would find came within 
the rule reported by the committee. 

Some conversation occurred between Messrs. | 
MORSE and WINTHROP as to the precise state 
of the vote in the Pacheco case, as to the question 





have altered the result. 
Mr. MORSE continued. He apprehended that 
the object of the rule, as proposed by the commit- 





But to this particular 


factory for the House to know what were the opin- 
Even in cases where his 
vote would not affect the result, under the rule as | 


would have recorded the opin- 
er of the body. 

But it was not right that the Speaker should be 
compelled to vote upon all occasions. He (Mr. 
M.) had sat in his seat repeatedly and declined to 
vote; and he never would vote if, from his flosi- 
tion, he had not had the opportunity to examine 
into the merits of the case. 





He would not do the | 


|| injustice either to the Government in the cases of | 
|| private claims, or to the individual claimants, which 


his vote, if given without a fall understanding of 
the case, must do. Insuch cases he held that the 
common law was stronger than any other law, and 
he took on himself the responsibility of not voting. | 
For these reasons he hoped that the House would 





adopt the report of the Committee on Rules, which 
covered the entire ground. 4 

Mr. McLANE, in reference to Mr. Bay1y’s ob- 
jection to requiring the Speaker to vote on the 
ground that in that case he should be allowed to 
speak also, said, he wished the House, before the 
vote was taken, distinctly to understand that the 
Speaker had the right now upon any occasion | 
when he chose, without any departure from the 
established usage of the House, to fill his seat 
temporarily, come down and exert the right of 
speaking. He confessed that his object was to 
bring the Speaker of this House in all the current 
ative responsibility. He hoped it would not be 
reform, an almost indispensable reform. And, 
sooner or later, the force of the constitutional ob- 
jection would oblige the Speaker to vote—should 
oblige every representative to vote; and whenever 


not to be made so 4 issues about a northern ora 
southern Speaker. When the Speaker was brought 
is 
representative action was concerned, there would 


| 


| he went back to the chair, he, having taken his 
position, would have a pride that that position 
should be sustained by the House. And who was 
to select the men to defend or assail the position 
into which the House by their rule would have 
forced their Speaker? The Speaker was the per. 
son; and permit him (Mr. C.) to say, it was hardly 
in human nature, it was not to be expected that 
any man was so pure, so disinterested,‘so supe. 
rior to such influences as to select impartially from 
members attempting to get the floor either to de. 
fend or to assail the position of the Speaker. Now, 
was it fair, was it right, was it just to the minority, 
(if there were any such party; he was not aware 
that, there was; they were all by turns in the mi- 
| nority and in the majority;) but suppose there 
were a minority, ‘would it be right or just by 
the power of party to place a man in the Speak- 
er’s chair, and then compel him to use the in- 
fluence of the chair when he had defined his 
position, and that upon a party question—perhaps 
exciting in the extreme throughout the country? 
When he had done that, his party would be very 
much in the position of soldiers whose general 
had thrown himself into the breach, and who was 
crying out to them for rescue. It was utterly im- 
possible that the Speaker, after having taken his 
side upon the floor, could go back to the chair, and 
award the floor with the same impartiality as if 
he had never spoken. He was for deciding this 
uestion precisely as he would if the gentleman 
rom Massachusetts (Mr. Wintrnrop] was in 
the chair. Permit him to say, that they (the 
Democratic party) needed no such aid as was 
sought by this motion, urless they desired to de- 
rive influence from the elevation of the present 
Speaker to thechair. Under the rule, as proposed 
to be amended by the committee, they would 
have the full benefit of thé Speaker’s vote, provi- 
ded they came into a position where they needed 
it. So itseemed to him, that in any view they 
could take of this question, it was unwise, unne- 
cessary, and in the case supposed, manifestly wn- 
just to the minority. Now, he never would do, 
when in the majority, what he would not be will- 
ing the majority should do to him when he 
changed his position, and became in the minority. 
That was the fundamental principle on which he 
intended to legislate. Now, occasions might arise, 
' when the rule which gentlemen were now advo- 
cating would work against themselves. He did 
not make these remarks supposing that the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair capable of doing any- 
thing wrong, but he argued that it was leading 
a man into temptation, and setting a ent 
which they would regret to see followed hereafter. 
As to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Winrnrop,] although 
might be well enough of itself, it was not of suf 
ficient importance to justify their disturbing the 
report of the committee. He thought the tree 
policy for the House was, to adopt the vt he 
and then the rights of the*Speaker, and all the 
members of the House and their constituents 
would be protected. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, considered that 
every member had a right to give or to withhold 
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